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MR, DAP LINEHAN: I think the same could . 


be said for Miss Spears. 

THE WITNESS: I was paid cash every time 
I worked, 

THE COURT: Well, Mr. Linehan -- 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: Yes, Ma'am. 

THE COURT: Mr. Línehan, do you want to 
be heard on the relevance as to this witness? 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: Yes. I aon't see that 
what the relevance -- I don't understand the rele- 
vance to the question with regard to this witness. 
She answered it already. 

X withdraw the objection as it stands 
and ask that the matter bo closed with that type 
of inquiry. I have an objection to continuing on 
as it's been asked and UN 

MR. TUERKHEIMER: I intend to continue 
the line and I would be happy to explain why, Your 
Honor, if the court wants me, 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: Well, Your Honor, I 
would ask, I guess, that we approach the side bar 
i£ Mr. Turekheimer wants to argue from it. 


THE COURT: You may, 
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(Wherevoon, a conferonce was held at 


“ 


the bonch between the Court, counsel for the parties 


and the defendant as follows:) 


MR, TUERKHEIMER: Your Honor, I believe 
that Х can show -- Well, let me start over again. 

I don't think this witness worked at 
the Show Bar the period of tine that she says she 
worked there. Now she has given very strong denial 
to a lot of things that form part of the prosecu- 
tíon's case; and it seems to me that I can shon 
that she wasn't there as much as she says that she 
was there. 

ле can take the test from her testimony. 
If she didn't report that income, X think I can 
атаса to the jury thatthe reason she didn't report 
that income is because she didn't earn it. It's 
ав ТЕР аз that. Ала it's for that reason that 
I ам getting into the tax question. 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: She said she's never 
filed one in her life ав he says she never earned 
а penny in her life; and I really don't think 
whether or not ~~ 

THE COURT: That's something that could be 


argued to the jury. 
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MR. DAT БІМЕПАМ: Well, it's irrelevant. 
He's asking her. It doesn't, to my mind, have any 


bearing on whether or not you earned it. You вам 


the witness's demeanor as well as XY did, as well as 


the jury did and as well as Mr. Turekheimer did. 

Ani I don't think that the response that she was 
always paid in cash, Т think was easy enough to tell 
where that response was coming from. I don't think 
it's probative of whether or not you earned money 
with regard to whether or not you report it. 1 
think Mr, Tuerkheimer is possibly -- I don't know 
much about that ахеа. 

THE COURT: Surely you don't mean that, 

MR, DAN LINEHAN: Об course, I do. 

THE COURT: That it's not probative ої 
whether you earned the money whether you report it 
or not? 

MR, DAN LINEHAN: The Court has suggested 
that people that earn money report it on their income 
taxes routinely if they're paid in cash in Huxley, 
Wisconsin. 

THE COURT; It's not conclusive evidence, 
but it is surely probative. 

МВ. DAN LINEHAN: We must have different 
life experiences because to пе it would be probative 
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tho other way aro'nd. But I think that it's 
extremely -- I don't know that it's too prejudicial 
to the defense; but I'm not her lawyer. I don't 
undexstand tax law that well and I don't know if 
she's conceding to a crime. I don't know the de- 
ductions she has, ТЕ she earns about 58,000 a year 
in cash and doesn't report it, X don't know what 
that means. 

THE COURT: Well, I do. It doesn't make 
a lot of difference how many deductions she has 
if it's $8,000. 

МВ. DAN LINEHAN: You can't get that many. 

THE COURT: She may not owe anything; but 
that doesn't mean she doesn't need to file a return. 
The cutoff is considerably lower than that. 

МЕ. DAN LINEHAN: Well, I guess I'm not 
here to protect the witness's rights. I object to 
it as irrelevant and I will leave it at that, I. 
do not want any yustruckions given to the witness 
from my part because, like I say, I don't represent 
on behalf of the defendant and I don't want any 
instructions given to her about it. Although it's 
the Court's obligation, not the defendant's. I'm 
not trying to interfere. That's just the way I 
feel on behalf of Mr. Raineri. 
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Со; 2 really don't have а strong 


sonee of when it is the Court's obligation to warn 
somebody who is admitting to violating the КЕЗЕНІ 
law; end that is something that І am concerned about. 
I think that I would like to take some time to checks 
into this at this point: but zs far as the relevance 
objection, that's overruled, 

MR, DAN LINEHAN: Okay. 

THE COURT: It's clear. But we will take 
à fifteen-minute break, a guess a twenty-minute 


break, because I would like to chec« what obliga- 


"tion I have to warn this witness. 


MR, DAN LINEHAN: Зоте. 

MR, TUSRKHEIMER: Your Honor, I don't 
know where we are on this; but it seems to me that 
if she invokes à privilege against self-incrimina- 
tion on the tax law, X would move to strike the 
testimony because, I mean, basically I have the 
right to cross digg her about testimony which I 
believe is inaccurate, namely, the amount of time 
she worked at the Show Bar, And I just state that 
for the xecord so that ~~ 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: I appreciate that; but 
I think that каргана any time any witness takes 


the Fifth and I don't think that you can necessarily 
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strike what they say. 

МЕ. TOBRKHEIMER: Well, I think that а 
motion to strike is directed to the discretion of 
the Court to that portion ої the direct examination 
which has a logical link to the area where the 
privilege against self-incrimination is involed. 
It's not an automatic thing. It's а thing that 
there has to Бе a logical connection; and I claim 
that thexe is а very logical connection between -- 
It's a prior statement. She is saying here І 
earned 38,000:а year at the Show Bar and her tax 
return, if there is geh а thing, is а priox either 
consistent or inconsistent statement, And т think 
it obviously goes very closely to the direct 
examination. 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: Since it's proper to 
lead on cross examination, I obviously didn't 


and am not going to object if that's done, But 


the Court heard the lengthy and repeated questions 


with the Government's mathematics again and again 

and again; and that's how we arrived at the $8,000. 
I£ the whole thing has been structured 

in an attempt to find out whether or not she filed 

taxes and move to strike her testimony, I think 

that's improper because Х think in essence when you 
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ask the same que: iion four timer and end up doing 
the mathematics yourself, that you are going beyond 
what the normal cross examination is. We're not 

at that point anyway; so I would suggest we leave it 
and see what her response is. 


MR. TUERKHEIMER: That's fair enough. 


(Whereupon, said conference at the bench 


was concluded.) 


THE COURT: We'll take a recess now until 


(Whereupon a recess was taken at 3:00 
o'clock p.m., after which said proceedings were 
recommenced in open court out of the presence and 


hearing of the jury as follows:) 


THE COURT: Counsel, I just wanted to state 
outside the presence of the hury that I will allow 
Mr. ааа ыға questions ог his line of question- 
ing and without comment. 

| is there anything now beforethe jury is 
called back? 

MR. TUERKHEIMER: Yes, Your Honor. I 
thought I would save us а trip to the side bar in 


front of the jury by raising a question now. 
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ТНЕ СОПЕТ: А11 right. You are aware that 
the witness is in the courtroom? 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: Bernice, do you want to 
wait outside? 

MR. GENE LINEHAN: Step right through this 


Goor here. 


(Whereupon, the witness left the court- 
rcom.) 


MR. ТОЕВКНЕТМЕВ: Оп direct examination 


' Mr. Linehan elicited from the witness the fact that 


she had been convicted of a crime. It is my intent 


on cross examination to elicit from her the fact 


that the crime for which she was convicted was murder 
She was sentenced to life imprisonment. The charge 
was subsequently reduced РИ and the 
term was reduced to four to 15 years; and she served 
three years of that term. 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: Do you know her release 
date? 

MR. TUERKHEIMER: I think she was released 


іп 1975. So the conviction is well within the ten 


. years that the Rules talk about. The murder convictión 


was in 1972. 


THE COURT: Comment, Mr. Linehan? 


MR. DAN LINEHAN: Yeah. I'd object to that. 


-192- 


It's been gone into to the extent that she's been 
convicted of a crime. Т don't believe that that 
particular charge is one that by its inherent nature 
goes to correct and, therefore, lends.itself to the 
kind of use that it's put. 
And I further add that the conviction, 

if it's gone into, although I don't think it should 
be, should be referred to as manslaughter since, if 


I understand it correctly, it was an appellate 


‘ruling that should have been manslaughter in the 


та 


first place. 
МА. TUERKHEIMER: ІРІП accept that, Your 
Honor. i'll refer to it as a manslaughter conviction 
THE COURT: А11 right. You refer to the 
crime, the period of conviction and that's all. 
MR, TUERKHEIMER: Well, so I don't mis- 
understand, what I will ask her: is it not a fact 


that you were convicted of manslaughter. May I ask 


. the sentence? 


THE COURT: Yes, 

MR, TUERKHEIMER: And that you were sen- 
tenced to four to 15 years imprisonment on that 
charge and you served three years and were released 
in 1975. Fair enough. 


THE COURT: Do you understand that? 


=з 


-1 


MR. DAN LINEHAN: I understand that. I 


Still have an objection to it for the grounds stated. А 

THE COURT: That objection is overruled 
and it may be asked in for form stated. 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: I would ask that the 1 
Government grant Bernice immunity since they were 
given immunity for their witnesses. 

THE COURT: All right. Are you making 
that motion seriously, Mr. Linehan? 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: Well, Т seriously move 
that the Government not -- 

THE COURT: It's hard to hear when you are 
walking away. 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: I understand. I seriousl 
move that before the Government goes any further 
on this tax issue that the Government grant Bernice 
DiGiorgio immunity for any alleged tax violations 
which she may have incurred since they can make those 
promises to their witnesses, but were not ina 
position to make those promises to саг witnesses. ; 
I think it's inequitable and I think that it chills 
our ability to call witnesses in the defense of 
Mr. Raineri. 

THE COURT: Well, as to what it does 


about other witnesses, I'm not prepared to make any 
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determination at this point. 

Mr. Tuerkheimer, do you wish to be heard 
on that request? 

MR. ТОЕРКНЕТМЕВ: Your Honor, no, I don't. 
I just asked that the motion be denied. I have no 
desire, no intent to offer Ms. DiGiorgio immunity; 
and she obviously hasn't been chilled in appearing 
here because she appeared for the defense. 

THE COURT: The motion is denied. 

Is there anything else, Mr. Linehan? 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: Мо. 

THE COURT: Mr, Tuerkheimer, anything else? 

МВ. TUERKHEIMER: No, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: You may get the jurors. 

Mr. Linehan, if you will tell Ms. DiGiorgio 


that she may come in and take the witness stand again 


(Whereupon, said proceedings were recom- 
menced in open court in the presence and hearing of 


the jury at 3:40 o'clock p.m. as follows:) 


CROSS EXAMINATION (Continued) 
BY MR, TUERKHEIMER: 
о Ms. DiGiorgio, before the break I asked you whether you 
reported the income that you earned from the Show Bar on 


your tax return? 
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No, I didn't, 

You didn't file a tax return, did you? 

I never filed а tax return in my life. 

Was that because you felt you didn't have any taxable 
income to report? 

That's because I always figured that nobody ever told me 
that I had to file because when you're paid cash, you 
never had to file. But my husband filed tax returns. 


Oh, so you didn't think you had to report the income; is 


that correct? 


No. Nobody ever told me I did. 
You thought that as long as you were paid in cash you 
didn't have to report that cash to Uncle Sam as income? 
МВ. DAN LINEHAN: I'd object on the 
grounds that it's been asked and answered. 


THE COURT: Overruled. 


BY МА. TUERKHEIMER: 


A 
4j Q 
5l А 
ell Q 
T 
А 
8 
9 
10 Q 
11 
WH А 
em 13| Q 
| 14 
15 
16 
i7 
18 Q 
19| а 
! 2040 Q 
21 
22 
23 А 
24 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
| MADISON, WISCONSIN 


Is that correct? 

I didn't get what you said, no. 

It was your understanding that as long as you were paid 
in cash you didn't have to report that cash as income on 
your income tax return? 

Well, sure, because nobody ever said that you did. I 
never heard anybody ever report any. I've never heard 


anybody say that when you're paid cash you have to report 
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it; so I never did. я 
Did you ask to be paid in cash? . 
Did I ask to be paid in cash? 1 


Yes. 

I always was, every place I ever worked I was paid cash. 
Did you ask Cira to pay you in cash? 

Cira paid me in cash. 

Was that because you asked her to? 

I asked her to give me my pay in cash because I had two 
children in college to support; and she paid me in cash. 
Why couldn't you get a check from Cira, cash that and use 
that? 

Well, because I knew a few people that the checks from 
Cira they bounced; and I didn't want any bounced checks. 
So was that your understanding back in 1976? 

Yes. Cira paid пе in cash all the time.. 

Were you aware of checks that bounced back in 1976 when 
you started working for Cira? 

Yeah. І knew a few that bounced there too, yeah. 

What checks were those? 

From different beer men. 

Do you remember who? 

What? 

Do you remember which beer men? 


No, I can't remember offhand now. I can't think that 
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fast. But I know a couple that they never got paid and 
the checks would come back. And they would even tell me, 
Christ, your checks bounced; now what am I going to do? 

I said, tell her about it. 

So the reason you asked her to pay you in cash is because 
you were afraid the check would bounce; is that correct? 
Right. 

It isn't because you wanted to keep from having to pay 
income tax? 

Income tax never entered my mind. It never even entered: 
my mind to file an income tax. 

You mean -- 

Because all the years I was married my husband and I 
filed joint returns; and every place that I worked over 
30 years paid me in cash tending bar; and I never filed 
income tax at all tending bar. 

You just never thought about it? 

No, I never did. Never even entered my mind that you had 
to pay income tax on cash. Т never heard of it. 

On $8,000 worth of cash a year? 

I don't care if I made ten; I never knew that you had to 
pay income tax on cash. Nobody ever told me. I'm not 
educated. 

Now did you ever on any occasion during the three years 


that you worked at the Show Bar, three and a quarter years 
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while Cira Gasbarri was running it, did you ever get 
paid by her by check for anything? 

No, I never дід get paid -- А11 I ever got paid from Cira 
was cash money. 

That's it? 

Strictly cash. I never received a check from her. 

Now you say you helped her write checks? 

I'm pretty sure that I did write the girls' names' on 
some of the checks and different things. And letters 
and things that she wanted me to write for her, I would 
help her out, yes. I am pretty sure that I did on a 
couple girls' names that were sitting at the bar waiting 
to be paid, and she filled them in and she said, put 
their name in, Sis, and give them to her. 

She said what? 

Sis. 

Sis? 

Yeah. She would tell me, she would say, here Sis, fill 
in their name, find out how to spell it and put it in so 
they got paid. 

And you say that happened about twice? 

Cira always called me Sis. 

That happened about twice? 

I don't know how many times; maybe one or two or maybe 


three times that I helped her fill in names. Т can't say 
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for certain. І done so much writing for her that I 
couldn't state it positive; but it seems to me like one 
time or two that I did fill in the girls' names for her; 
although she signed the checks that I filled in for her. 
On the one or two or three or four occasions when you 
did this, it was always a check, a payroll check to an 
employee of the Show Bar; is that correct? 

Yes. It was a payroll check but most of the time Cira 
paid the girls by cash, in cash in an envelope. I would 
give them cash in an envelope, in a small brown square 
envelope. This is how she paid most of the time because 
this is the way she was taught to pay, I suppose. Т 
don't know. 

Did you ever fill out any checks that were drawn to dis- 
tributors, liquor distributors for the Show Bar? 

I could have, I don't know. 

You don't know? 

I can't remember who, everything that I helped her with, 
Jou know, as far as writing. But І дід a lot of writing 
for Cira, different things. 

рід you ever write on any check stubs? 

No, I did nt? 

Let me show you Checks 1660, 1661 and 1662 in Government 
Exhibit 7. Did you fill in the Рау To The Order line 


on those checks? 
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You mean up here? 


Yeah, where it says Bertagnoli Distributors, Gentile 


Distributors and Gentile Distributors? 


I don't know.  Icould have, yeah. 
You think you could have? 
I think I could have, yeah. This could be mine there, 
I don't know. I'm not sure. Because I helped her with 
а lot of different things and I really don't know. But 
I зація have. I don't know if I did this one or this 
looks like it might be. І really don't know. 
But you think you could have done it? 
Yes. That's what I said. Because I've done so much 
with her and helped her so much that, you know, we were 
together all the time and I did do different things for 
her. 
Апа Check No. 1663 to Santini Distributing Company, do 
you think you could have done that, too? 
I don't know. That don't look like my writing; but I 
have some fingers off and sometimes I can write pretty 
good and other times I can't; so I don't know. 
It may be? 
That's why I say I can't remember exactly which ones I 
did help her with but there is some I might Hates 

MR. TUERKHEIMER: Would you mark this as 


' the next exhibit, please? 
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(Whereupon, Government Exhibit No. 45 was 


marked for identification.) 


BY MR, TUERKHEIMER: 


Q Government Exhibit 


No. 45 is а document of seven pages. 


Is that a handwriting sample you provided to Special 


Agent Burg? 
A Yes, I did. 
Why don't you look 
A These are mine. I 
MR. 
Your Honor. 
THE 
МЕ. 


"THE 


at all seven pages. 

done these for Mr. Burg. 
TUERKHEIMER: I offer Exhibit 45, 
COURT: Any objection? 

GENE LINEHAN: 


No objection, 


COURT: Received. 


(Whereupon, Government Exhibit No. 45 


was received in evidence.) 


BY MR. TUERKHEIMER: 


Q I take it from your direct examination that you were at 


the Show Bar just about every night when it was open, 


weren't you? 


A I was at the Show Bar just about every night it was open 


and also during the day. 


Even though it wasn't open, 


I was there most of the time with Cira. Cira and I were . 


together all the time. 


Q Do you remember telling Special Agent Burg on February 
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28, 1980 that you occasíonally worked at the Show Bar | 
when the owner needed your help? 

That is true. І did tell Mr. Burg that. And I also 
stated that in my testimony before, I am sure, that when 
she called me to help her I was there; or shé would say, 
well, Sis, you've got to come ín and help me out; and I 
would say, okay, І will be there. 

Did you tell Burg that that was occasionally? 

That was occasionally that she would ask me to work. Т 
worked off and on. But I was also paid to sit at the 
Shw Bar and see that it was run right when she was not 
there. | 

Well, you testified a moment ago that you were there 
every night when it was open and you're saying you were 
also there occasionally? 

I don't get what you mean by that. But I was there when 
Cira needed me. Like I said, well, occasionally she would 
call me up; but most of the time we were together there. 
Because a lot of times I would be home and Cira wouid 
call me. It didn't make any difference if she called me 
in the daytime or 10:00 at night or 11:00; she would say, 
Sis, come on up there and I would say, okay. 

Were you there every night that it was open or were you 
there occasionally? 


I was there when it was open; I was also there during 
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the day. 
Q You told Special Agent Burg you were there occasionally. 
MR. DAN LINEHAN: Т would object on the 
grounds it's been asked and answered. 
THE COURT:  Overruied. 
BY MR. TUERKHEIMER: 
Q Did you hear my question? 
A I hear your question, yes. 
Q You ` told Special Agent Burg that you were there 
occasionally? 
A I might have told him А or he might have mis- 
understood OE misinterpreted the way Т explained it to 
him; because I'm not too good at explaining things anyway. 
But I know what I mean. | 
Yeah. Well, I'm asking you. 
I might explain'it wrong, but I know what I mean. 


But you're agreeing that that's what you told him? 


н ою м DO 


I probably did, yes, I did. ТЕ that's what пе said, 

that's what I said. 

Were you there every night that Pat Colassaco was there? 

A Yes, except I took care of my boyfriend's mother and 
there was a couple nights his mother was sick that I 
wasn't around there, | 

Q Except for those two nights you were there every night 


with Pat Colassaco? 
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ЗП A Yes, I was. I was there most of the time, Just about 
4 every night of the week, There was. а couple occasions I 


didn't show up because his mother was sick. 


сл 


0 As far ав you know until when did Pat Colassaco work 
there? 

А I think Pat started working there іп 1977 if I am not 
mistaken. 
Until when did she work there? 
Or '78, I am not sure. "77 I am pretty sure she worked. 


Q 
A 

iij Q And how long did she work there? 
A 


12 She worked off and on because they would get in an 
т 13 ‚ argument and she would either get fired or quit; and 
| » then she would come back, get fired and quit. And 

/there was one royal battle there all the time between 

j Cira and the help. 

i Q Did Pat also threaten to burn the place down? 

М А Yes, she did. Нег and Yvonne and I think it was Sandy. 

18 o Pat also threatened to burn ít down? 

19 A Yes, she did, if she didn't keep them working and she 

! 20 didn't agree with them they would threaten Cira. 

2311 Q When you say "they"? 

js A The three I just mentioned. 

T Q Yvonne, Sandy and Pat? 

A Yes, they did. 

б ХУ Q When, as far as you know, was the last time that Pat 
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worked there? 

The last time I seen Pat is the night that I worked for 
Vitich. 

All right. Before that? 

Before that? 

Yes. 

I can't recall. І think it was around Labor Day. 

Were you there every night when Angela was there? 

Yes, 1 was. 

Now when you were just there watching what were you 
watching for? 

Well, one thing, the girls robbed Cira blind. They would 
steal bottles, they would steal money from the till, 
they would do anything possible that they could. 

You mean when Сіга complained that people were stealing 
from her, she wasn't imagining things; it was really 
going on? 

This was going on. I seen it happen myself, yes. 

And it was your job to see to it that they didn't steal? 
That's right. 

And what did you do when уса BR them stealing? 

What did I do? 

Yeah. 

I fired them on the spot as I was told to do. 


And then Cira would re-hire them because they threatened 
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to burn the place down? 
They threatened, yes, they did. 
Akd she would re-hire them? 
She would re-hire them, sure, because she was scared of 
the joint being burned down; and she was scared of her 
home being burned down. 
So she was paying you to sit there at the bar at night 
to watch what was going on, to look for people stealing; 
and when oe reported them stealing, when you fired them, 
she would then hire them back? 
That's right. 
So would you tell us exactly what function you served 
there? 
Pardon? 
What was the purpose of your job if she hired them back 
anyway? 
| MR. DAN LINEHAN: I object to that as 
being argumentative. 
THE COURT: Overruled. 
THE WITNESS: Well, I don't know what the 
purpose of the job is like that. I don't know 


what you would call it. 


How much did she pay you to sit there? 


Thirty-five dollars a night. 
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What else were you supposed to look for besides girls 
stealing? | 

Drugs in the building. A lot of times I had gone in the 
dressing room to see if there was drugs around, pills 
and that when the girls were dancing; because we Бай 
heard from several different customers that they were 
taking heroin and they were trying to sell heroin at the 
bar. And Cira wanted me to find out. If there was any 
in the building, she wanted it out of there. And should 
I find any or find anything like this, for me to call 
the cops апа bring them there which I did if I would 
find anything. I was to call the cops. 

Did you find any pills? 

I did find pills and that; but by the time that I got 
ahold of Cira to get the police down there, the girls 
had already. flushed them because they knew what I was 
looking for, yes. 

Where did you have to get ahold of Cira? 

Because I didn't figure it was my place to call the cops. 
As long as she told me to do it, I think she would call 
the cops and say, hey, go up there, Bernice needs you. 
Because Cira did not want no illegal Stuff dig on at 
the bar; and she said it over and over and over again. 
She strictly wanted the place run straight and she wanted 


it run decent. 
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While you were sitting at the bar watching did you 


occasionally take a drink yourself?. 
Did I drink? Yes, I drank. 


Well, if you sat there from, say, 7:00 


or 8:00 until 


1:00, about how many drinks would you have? 


I would have about seven, eight cups of coffee. 


my own coffee at the bar. And I sat and drank coffee. 


Did you drink any liquor? 


No, I did not. I don't drink liquor. 


will have maybe one or two drinks of brandy or something, 


but that's about all. I usually drink beer with tomato 


juice. 


All right. Did you drink any beer? 


No, I didn't drink beer at the bar; not when I am work- 


ing. 


On occasion I 


And that was every night you were there? 


Yes. Т drank coffee all the time. 


But you didn't drink any beer because you were working? 


I don't drink beer when I work. Мо, I do not. 


You testified on direct examination that you had been 


convicted of a crime; is that correct? 
Yes, I did. 
That crime that you were convicted of, 
Slaughter? 


Yes, it was. 
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And were you sentenced to a period of four to 15 years 


imprisonment? 


5 A Yes, I was. 
| e And you were released of that period of incarceration 
in 1975 after serving three years; is that correct? 

| А I went to зіва in April of 1972 and I come home in 
i February of 1975, | 
: Q Now on direct examination you also testified that there 
10 was that time when you were sitting out in front of the 
11 Show Ваг when Cira and you were watching the men go 
12 upstairs. Do you remember that? 

е 18 А There was what? I can't hear you, sir. 

| - You were sitting out in front of the Show Bar with Cira 

in the car and you saw men going upstairs? 
i A That is true. 
" `0 And that was in the period before Mr. Vitich ran the 
ae place; isn't that correct? 
18 А This is before Vitich ran the place, yes. 
19 || о And at that time there were а number of girls living 
f 20 upstairs, weren't there? 

21 A There was three. 
35 Who were the three? 
| А There was Yvonne; there was two white girls from Madison, 
т two strippers from Madison. 

өз i Q All right. And you caught them in what you felt was 
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committing acts of prostitution; is that right? 

I didn't say I caught them in prostitution. I said we 
caught them going into the building after hours which 
was not permitted. Any men were not permitted in the 
building abouti after hours. 

As far as you were concerned the problem was that there 
was prostitution going оп; isn't that right? 

Well, actually I don't know if it was prostitution. 
But hen Cira*and I went upstairs the guys told us that 
they come up here to have a party with the girls. And 
Cira looked at me and I said, there isn't going to be 
any party in this building. It's illegal. Out. So 
the girls went with them. 

Did you report it to the police? 

No, Т don't think so. І don't know if she did or not. 
I didn't. І don't know if Cira did. 

And Yvonne Spears was fired? 

We fired them all right then and there and Cira told 
them, pick up your checks in the morning. 

They were paid by check? 

That's what she said; you pick up your checks in the 
morning. 

Was that the first time Yvonne Spears was fired? 

No. She had been fired before that three, four times. 


And was she going to be fired again after that? 
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She got fired many times after that, too. 

So Cira would fire people, dancers such as Yvonne when 
she thought that they were -- 

She would fire or have me fire them and then re-hire them. 
Let me finish the question. Cira would fire dancers such 
as Yvonne when she thought that they were engaged in 
prostitution; and then she would re-hire them? 

Then she would turn around and re-hire them because they 
would threaten her. 

You testified that Alex Raineri is a friend of yours? 
Yes. Alex has been a friend of mine for many years. 
Does he also call you Sis? 

No, he does not. 

Has he also been your attorney? 

Yes, he was my attorney. 

And is he someone who you go to when you have a problem? 
Yes, he is. 

And not just a narrow legal problem but even a problem 
that isn't legal; isn't that right? | 
Yes. 

So that if you need advice and you need some help you 
go to Alex Raineri? 

Yes, I talk to him like a friend, you know. Like if ‘I 
have problems with my children or something, well, I 


would talk to Alex and his wife and ask them, geez, what 
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am I going to do with this kid, you know. And they would 
help me out, give me advice. 
You've testified that -- Well, let me strike that. 

Did you tell Alex Raineri that знана were taking 
guys upstairs in the Show Bar and did he tell you that 
you should dump them, get rid of them? 

I never told Alex that, no. І had no reason to talk to 
Alex about the Show Bar. 

Well, you say you had no reason. Wasn't that a problem 
of yours? 

It was no problem of mine, no. It wasn't a problem of 
mine. I didn't own the Show Bar. 

Here you were hired to work at the Show Bar, among 

other things to watch out for prostitution. You think 
you find prostitution. You can the girls and the next 
thing you know Cira re-hires them. Wasn't that a little 
bit of a problem for you? 

Well, sure. But that was Cira and I's business. Cira 
and І talked this over. 

But you never talked about it with Alex Raineri? 

No, I never did talk to Alex Raineri about the Show Bar. 
I had no reason to. 

Well, on February 28, 1980 did you tell Special Agent 
Burg that you discussed prostitution with Raineri when 


you were working at the Show Bar telling Raineri that 


LORETTA PETERS 
OFFICIAL REPORTER 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MADISON, WISCONSIN 


Ю рор' эы р їз о 


« 


DiGIORCtO -- CROSS 


the dancers were taking guys upstairs and on these 
occasions Raineri would say, dump them? 

No, I didn't tell Mr. Burg that. I think Mr. Burg got 
mistaken up there on somebody else's testimony; because 
when Burg asked me, I told Burg I had not reason to dis- 
cuss the Show Bar at any time with Alex because I never 
knew nothing about Alex being there or having any con- 
nections with the Show Bar. 

One second. 

Ms. DiGiorgio, when Cira paid you did she pay you 
in bills with large denominations? | 
What do you mean, by hundreds? 

Did she give you twenty dollar bills, fifty dollar bilis, 
hundred dollar bills? | | 

Well, sometimes she would give me a ten with а bunch ої 
ones, some fifties; sometimes she would give me a twenty 
or a twenty and a ten or twenty and two fives, 

Where did she get it from? 

From her purse. 

Did she pay you every day that you worked? 

Yes, she paid me every day. 

Every day? 

Every day. 

So it wasn't like you worked there for a week and you got 


paid at the end of the week? 
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You got paid every day? 
I was paid every day. 
Did she pay you in the morning, after you stopped working 
for the morning work or the afternoon work and then pay 
you again for at night; or did she pay you all at once? 
МВ. DAN LINEHAN: Object оп the grounds 
of relevance. 


THE COURT: Overruled. 


BY MR. TUERKHEIMER: 


Q 
A 


Q 


You can answer. 

I don't know what you're talking about. 

Well, you testified that you worked, sometimes you worked 
in the morning or in the afternoon to get the place 
cleaned up; and then you would work at night either as 

a bartender or sitting there watching. 

My question is, did she pay you ín the morning ох 
the afternoon after you helped clean up for that part of 
your work that day, or дід she wait until the end of the 
day and pay all at once? 

Well, she would pay me -- A lot of times we would go in 
and we would work all morning and maybe 2:00 in the after-|. 
noon, then we go.over to her house and we work around her 


house. Then she would pay me. And I would до eat supper 


‘and then I would come back and I would be at the bar at 


night. 
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And then she would pay you at night? 
And then she paid me when I took the till home. I would 
go over there. 
Did you notice whether she Kose any record of the amounts 
of money that she paid you? 
Not that I know ої. No, I don't Кпом. 

MR. TUERKHEIMER: I don't have any other 

questions. 
THE COURT: Мг. Linehan. 


MR. DAN LINEHAN: ТЇ I may have a second. 


REDIRECT EXAMINATION 


ВУ MR. DAN LINEHAN: 


Q 


Did you on occasion do errands and get supplies for 
Cira Gasbarri? 

Yes, I did. 

How old are you? 


How old am I? I'm 53. 


(Whereupon, Defendant's Exhibit No. 31 was 


marked for identification.) 


BY MR. DAN LINEHAN: 


Q 


I have what's been marked as Defendant's Exhibit 31. I 
would ask you to take a look at it. Do you know what 
those sheets are that make up Defendant's Exhibit 31? 


Yes, I do. 
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What are they? 

These are all different things that I got for remodeling 
the Show Bar from Pedri's Hardware Store with my signature 
on them, 

Whose name appears on the top three? 

М. Osborne, Я. Osborne, W. Osborne. 

And whose name appears on all the rest of the sheets? 
Bernice DiGiorgio, Bernice DiGiorgio, Bernice DiGiorgio, 
Bernice DiGiorgio, Bernice DiGiorgio, Bernice DiGiorgio, 
Bernice DiGiorgio, Bernice DiGiorgio, Bernice DiGiorgio, 
Bernice DiGiorgio, Bernice DiGiorgio, Bernice DiGiorgio, 
and Bernice DiGiorhic. 

And what were the materials that are reflected on the 
sheets that are this Exhibit 31 used for, if you know? 
And I would like you to take a minute and look at what 
some of them are. 

Do I have to go through all of thesa? 

If you know. 

Or just tell you what they are? | 

Do you know what they are, what the materials -- 

Yes. This is different equipment for everything that we 
bought to remodel the upstairs for fixing windown, beds, 
furniture shampoo, carpeting and everything that was to 
be repaired upstairs when we done the upstairs. 


Did Mr. Tuerkheimer promise you any kind of immunity to 
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come down here and testify? 
A No. 
Did you ask him for any? 
A No, I did not. 
MR. DAN LINEHAN: I would move the admis- 


sion of Defendant's Exhibit 31. 


VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION 

BY MR. TUERKHEIMER: 

Q Ms, DiGiorgio, if Mr. Osborne's name appears on a receipt, 
does that mean that he picked it up? 

A Yes. When we were wcrking upstairs a lot of times I would 
be doing one thing or another and I would say, Ozzie, 
run up to Pedri's and get thís or get that. And other 
times I would pick it up before we started working. 

Q Did he ever pick anything up as far as you know when you 
didn't ask him to? 


A No. 


о 


You mean every За he went to pick something up it was 
because you asked him to? | 

A Yeah. Well, we had to have nails and screws and bolts 
and paint and this and that that you use to remodel with, 
you know, things that we were fixing. And, you know, 
windown he took up to Giovanoni's to get windows put in, 
some of the broken windows and curtain rods. And a lot 


of times I would say, you run up, if we're going to fix 
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that, well, I would say run up to Redri's and get them. 
MR. TUERKHEIMER: I don't have any objection. 


THE COURT: It's received. 


(Whereupon, Defendant's Exhibit No. 31 was 
received in evidence.) 
MR. DAN LINEHAN: Thank you. І don't have 
any more questions. 
MR. TUERKHEIMER: I have just one based on 


this. 
RECROSS EXAMINATION 


ВУ MR, TUERKHEIMER: 
Q Ms. DiGiorgio, the earliest date on these receipts when 


your name appeared is July 22, 1977; isn't that right? 


A I guess so, yeah. Yeah, I think so. 


And the latest receipt on which your name appears in 


this exhibit is August 18, 1977; is that right? 


A Yes, 


MR, TUERKHEIMER: That's all, Your Honor. 


THE COURT: You may step down. 


(Witness Bernice DiGiorgio excused at 
4:13 o'clock p.m.) 
THE COURT: Му. Linehan. 


MR. LINEHAN: I call Mr. Pete Ramuta to 
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Against Alex J. Raineri, Attorney at Law 


A petition for the revocation of his license to practice 
law in Wisconsin having been filed with the Board of Attorneys 
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ког” 


thestaté Assembly: 401940 at the age - 


һе last five years: he has о: 


‚+ 


` Ruseh, Sprinéstéad, ап 


.Wéreinteryiewed for the udgeship; 
'Койтпег- ‘Tron: County judge Francis; | 
, Fassino also: expressed ‘interest. in 8: 


Servéd ‘as general coun sel to the 
Wisconsin» Motors - -башчег 
Association as. а member of a 
Madison law firm. | 


Раш Swain. Dreyfus’ legal 


gouel, said уагда уа, not.among 


a gróup of four carididates iñ- 


- teryiewed-by Ше governor Several > 


weeks:ago, :-He said-Varda: expressed 
interest in the position last week and: 
was: interviewed ‘by Dreyfus, . ! 

“бепе Potack, ausau; ‘Raynold 


Jones, ‘former Sheboygan: 
district - attorney; conf 


the position: и 
Varda's Maple - Bluff ‘home, 15 


р ‘several doors гот: фе“ ‘Goverhor’ S à 
;exetutive Fesidence, | қ 


_ hevisited Hurley. 


Магда said he plans to run for й 


jcause Пе will Бе 
n'hè "would: not 


judge іп 1982: 
settlifig’i in:Hurl 
conie to: the area 
eightmonths 
‚ Не was арро 
remainder of ithe: term that. ruris 
тош duyat 31, 1982. 


H 


ji just seven мог: 


jinted. to. serve the 


couragedhim: to seek: ithe ҮЕ . t 
1 Магда, 64, à 1933 gradüate «б 
Hurley:High © School, здій һебаа:“по‹ 
intentiori to Seek: the judgeship until. 


Магда: said: teñtativeplains са for: 


Mo him! to come. Хо er ird 15 to get ` 
cal résid Ln 


fhe judge's. sea then, Не Said hiş 


Wife, also а läwyer,: -does not plan: on 


practicing lawinthe Hurley: area. 
the appointment. сате as а: 
surprise to. many city -and:-county 


officials who. did йор: Жабу: Varda 
мав a candidate, - 
‚А. long: time. 


Vårda Was not among а group а” 
кезеді r candidates interviewed- "by the. 


* 


lobbyist or : federal charges of ‘participating in 
. prostitution activities in à. Hurley 


. governor several weeks ago. 
бепе Potack, “Wausau; 

` .Raynold “Rusch” of Springstead 

«confirmed: they-were interviewed for 


. the position. Former Iron: County 
jud e Francis Fassino and Lance : 
s, former Sheboygan Coutity ' 
district -attortiey, also .éxpressed: 
interest in:the judgeship: ` 


Former judge. Alex Raineri, 
Hürley, was: removed from. :office 
last year after being indicted: on 


nightclub. He was: Јаіег. convicted: on 
-albfive: couiits. - 


.and: 


(8479-81 глеч) 088-41 


(мога 92046 ш бша junoy) 
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Title: 
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Submitting Office: МТІМАТІКЕЕ 


5 ра ТА as 
Ваіпегі Ветоуеа 
9-р —— * е m 
'MADISON, Wis. (AP) — Alex J. Raineri, convicted in U.S. різігісі є 
ourt of having promoted interstate prostitution, was formally removed.: 
: Monday as a Circuit Court judge by the Wisconsin Supreme Court. ` і 
.* Raineri was suspended from the court last year after being accused of 
* helping operate a Hurley tavern's prostitution business while he was Iron. . 
7 County district attorney. Я 
‚ Не має convicted earlier this year of making false statements to a’ 
grand jury, threatening a witness and engaging in interstate tran- 
sportation concerning racketeering. 


The Supreme Court suspended Raineri’s law license in April. It said. 
Monday's action reflects "а judicial disciplinary proceeding." . . 


; ` 
Я 


у 


OPNS S) 


(?y—35—533 
SEARCHED 
TE 2 


FBI/ DOJ 


жасата 


РІ-350 (Rev. 12-5-78) 


А MADISON (UPI) — Alex J. Rai- 
пегі, the Iron County circuit judge 
who was convicted in federal court of 
five felonies involving prostitution at 
Hurley, was formally removed from the 
bench Monday by the Wisconsin Supreme 
] Court. | у 

The court's order said the removal 
would make Raineri ineligible for reap- 
pointment to or temporary service in 
that judicial office. 
Raineri was convicted in federal court 


and threatening a grand jury witness. He 
was fined $15,000 and sentenced to three 
years in prison. ' ` 
Earlier, the high court had revoked his, 
license to practice law in Wisconsin. 
' "The conviction rendered Judge 
‘Raineri ineligible to the office of circuit 
court judge in Wisconsin," the high court 
said. "..Judge Raineri’s conviction of 
апа sentence for a felony brought about а 
vacancy in the office he held.” 
The court also said the revocation of 


+ Li 


(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 


[Court dumps Raineri 


lin April of interstate transportation inf 
aid of racketeering, lying to a grand jury |: 


Raineri's license to practice law madej 
` ^ 
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oF 194.35 


Classification: 


Submitting Office: МТТЯАОКЕЕ 


him ineligible to serve as а jüdge. 

Gov. Lee S. Dreyfus recently ap- 
pointed trucking industry lobbyist John|' 

' Varda of Madison to succeed Raineri. 
, Varda, longtime head of the Wisconsin 
Motor Carriers Association, is à native 
of Hurley. 

In another decision, the judges ordered 
resentencing of Samuel D. Robinson, 
convicted in Rock County of the 
December 20, 1977, robbery of the Beloit 
State Bank. р 

Robinson was sentenced to up to 10 
years for armed robbery plus two апаа 
half years for concealing his identity b 

wearing a wig. The Supreme Court sai 
Robinson was properly convicted of 
armed robbery, but the offense of con- 
cealed identity should not have been 
treated as a separate crime. 

The. justices upheld the extradition of 
Phillip Reddin, released from prison in 
Wisconsin in 1979 after serving a term 
for manslaughter, to Kentucky to fac 


| parole violation charges there. Reddin’s' 


| Wisconsin conviction was in Woo 
| County circuit court. - 
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TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: ! 
ГУ Teletype ГІ Immediate Г) TOP SECRET 
ГІ Facsimile СУ Priority ГІ SECRET 
Си — Airtel | СУ Routine Г] CONFIDENTIAL | 
ГІ UNCLAS EF TO | 
со UNCLAS | 
1 
Date June 30, 1981 1 

то: DIRECTOR, FBI (194-359) 


ATTENTION: WHITE COLLAR CRIMES SECTION 
PUBLIC CORRUPTION UNIT 


FROM: SAC, MILWAUKEE (194-18) 


SUBJECT: CORRUPTION OF PUBLIC OFFICIALS SURVEY 
10/1/80 - 3/31/81 


BUDED - 7/1/81 


Re Bureau airtel to all SAC's dated 6/3/81. 


Enclosed for the Bureau are three copies each of 


survey sheets describing Public Corruption cases being 
worked in the Milwaukee Division since October 1, 1980. 


3 - BUREAU (194-359) (Encls. 27) (AM) (RM) 
10 - MILWAUKEE 
1 - 194-18) 

E p. 

- 194-B-30 
194-B-34 
194-C-57 
194-С-59 
194-р-63 
194-А-66 
194-A-72) 


ее 
і INDEXE 


SEARCHED 
SERIALI i 
Approved: Transmitted er 
(Number) (Time) 


ннен ға 


7?f-33 585 
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PUE BASIC CORRUPTION DATA SHEET o9 
ТО BE COMPLETED FOR EVERY PUBLIC CORRUPTION CASE 


‘Title of Case: Level of Government: 

ALEX J. RAINERI Federal 

CIRCUIT JUDGE State ХХХ 

HURLEY, WISCONSIN; city 

HOBBS ACT - CORRUPTION OF PUBLIC County 

«OFFICIALS Territory 

O0: MILWAUKEE (One only) 

Field File і МІ 194-В-35 — Bureau File # 194-B-1122 


OSa o ае 


Date case opened: 11/6/79 
ТЕ closed, date closed: _ 3/11/81 
Identity of official(s) and position held: 


See title. 


Were any òf the following techniques or вегуісев utilized in 
this investigation: 


(Indicate with a (x) only if the technique or service was used. 


рынан el 


% 


— 


Accounting Technician Assistance 
Aircraft Assistance 

Computer Assistance 

Consensual Monitoring 7 Telephone 
Electronic Surveillance 7 Title 111 
CCTV 

Body Recorder 

Pen Register 

Grand Jury 

Identification Division Assistance 
Informant Information | ` 
Laboratory Division Examination 
Photography 

Show Money Usage 

Surveillance Squad Assistance г 
Telephone Toll Records 

Undercover Operation 

Group 1 

Group 11 

Visual Investigative Analysis Assistance 


PR arm Коль оты arm, 
Р | 


m 


ee qu, оь оғ, у 
«LB 
qua чий uf ag Чий Sus. uad 2 
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PROSECUTION OBTAINED (SHEET B) 


(Complete only if applicable and attach to Sheet A) 
Include only indictment апа convictions obtained during current 


survey period. 


Indictment (5) /Information (s) 


(A) Name of individual and title 


Alex J. Raineri 
Circuit Judge 


(B) Date of indictment/information 


Indicted June 6, 1980 
(C) Alleged offense/statute applicable 


ІТАВ - Prostitution 
Convictions 
(А) Name of individual and title 


Alex J. Raineri 
Circuit Judge 


(B) Date of conviction 
December 17, 1980 


(С) Offense/ statute | 
ITAR - Prostitution; Perjury; Obstruction of Justice 
Title 18, United States Code, Section 1952 


(D) Date of sentencing or (scheduled date) 
March 6, 1981 


(E) Sentence received 
$5,000.00 fine on each of three counts of ITAR - Prostitu- 
tion; one year in custody for Perjury; two years' con- 
secutive custody for Obstruction of Justice 


Post Office Box 2058 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53201 


July 13, 1981 


Honorable Frank М, Tuerkheimer 
United States Attorney 
Western District of Wisconsin 
Madison, Wisconsin 


Dear Mr. Tuerkheimer: Re: | BS 
orneys tor Alex J. Raineri; 


Obstruction of Justice; Contempt of 
Court 


This is to confirm a conversation between yourself 
and Special везе ое this office on June 25, 1981, b6 
wherein the following facts were discussed: b7C 
еее ен during the December, 1980, trial of Alex 
Raineri reflected that defense attorneys had made statements 
claiming they were calling witnesses would, "Say what they 
wanted them to say", or "say what they wanted to hear", When 


this was learned, defense attorneys then attempted to confuse 
or disguise this issue by making spurious claims about the 


prosecution, 

Following the trial vernment witness| č ]was b6 
contacted by attorney wanting to talk to him and b7C 
p get himse 
in local case so 


would cooperate with him. refused to talk to 


f the transcript of testimony of defense witness 
was furnished to Internal Revenue Service but b6 
not resulted in any information to date. 


It was your decision to decline consideration 


79. т addressee ; мий 
т " MARK INDEAING AND 
Di 1943-35 INITIAL 
DATE 
P A ecimTUED зер мо 
А, SERTADLALD ——— 


bee А 


Honorable Frank М. Tuerkheimer 
July 10, 1981 


Page 2 


against the[ ^ |іп this matter. 


It is suggested that you may wish to comment upon 
the ethics of these attorneys to the appropriate State Bar 
Committee, 


Very truly yours, 


H. ERNEST WOODBY 
Special Agent in Charge 


mm Dix Agent in Charge 
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H 
December 10, 1980 
Date of transcription... LLL LS 
was inter- b6 i 
Viewed a e Unite es orney's office, ison, Wisconsin, P7C 
by Special Agent who identified himself as a 
Special Agent of the è provided the following information; 
Durin: ооп and early evening of December 8, 1980, 
or the Judge ALEX RAI ul b6 
b7C 


ng e conversation. | | numerous people around her 
talking about the Judge ALEX RAINERI trial and 
most of these people were witnesses for the trial. further 
noted that witnesses ae = testified were talking to witnesses 


who had not testified. thought_the witn $ were not 
suppose to discuss the trial because had told 
she could not even talk to her relatives who were testifvi 
оше of those individuals talking about the case were 
and an individua named] | ^J | 


ing that| | 
Special Agent 

the FBI came into the lobby of the Park Motor 

d] БЕ о talk 


December 9, 1980 , Madison, WI 


Investigation on t 


File & MI Ims - 32 5287 


b"7C 


December 10, 1980 


by Date dictated 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. И is the property of the ЕВ! and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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she was arraia 
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Wisconsin, P 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
1 
Date ої transcription  12/16/80 || 


The following observations were noted by Special 
Agent on the evening of December 8, 1980, 
and morning of December 9, 1980, at Madison, Wisconsin, 
in conjunction with the trial of Alex J. Raineri in U. S. 
District Court, Madison, Wisconsin. 


b6 
b7C 


Following cóurt on December 8, 1980, Special 
Agent (SA) proceeded at approximately 5:15 - 5:30 PM b6 
to the Inn on the Park, Madison, Wisconsin, the agent's place b7C 
of lodging during the trial. When passing through the hotel 
lobby, a number of persons were observed who were known to 
the agent as being from Hurley, Wisconsin, and in Madison 


in connection with the trial. Also observed present in the 
cocktail lg ——— че 


representing Raineri. Raineri was not 
erved present. proceeded past the lounge without 
entering, went upstairs to his room, after which agent left 
the hotel for dimer, returning around 6:45 - 7:00 РМ. 


| Agent left the hotel en route the 0. S. Attorney's 
Office. Passi h the lobby еп route, agent observed 

in the bar Michigan, a wit b6 
had been ernment in this case BIC 


It was known to the agent 


T a ppoenaed by the defense. Agent walked 
into the bar and said hello to She was told that 

| agent was not trying to appear unfriendly, but that conversation 
with her, particularly regarding the case, should be kept to 

an absolute minimum until after her testimony. She stated 

| that she understood. It was observed at this time that 

was seated at the bar next to an attractive, light skinned, 

well dressed, 
t 1 


who upon hearing 
terested | 
in agreement wit e agent. 


At around 10:15 PM, agent returned to the Inn on 
the Park from the U. S. Attorney's Office. on enterin 
lobby, agent observed at the hotel desk one b6 
a witness who had testified earlier in the day. b7C 
stated something to the effect that she would have to teach 
the agent a thing or two about how things were done in Hurle 


Investigation on 12 /8 ? 9/80 at Madison 2 Wisconsin File # | 44 В М 35-833 


ы SA THOMAS E. Ho] bate dictated 12/14/80 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. it is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
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29, 


(Wisconsin). Agent declined the offer. then 
не agent to her | г а white male 
who was g into the y along wi another witnes 
Agent walk o the hotel elevator with 
and engaged |_| in a short conversation near the 
= апа departed is time, agent observed Ms. 
at mil hotel bar in anproximately the same location as before. 


apparently observed the agent and motioned for the agent 
passe into the bar. Agent entered the bar and said hello to 


Also observed in the bar at this time were 


complained to the agent that she had been 
directed not to talk about her testimon but she had observed 


into the lobby and asked her to vouch for this. [ ^ ]е+а+еа 
that she had not seen р because she bad been to the 


bathroom. and were then asked the identity of the 
Negro female and if she had any connection with the Raineri case. 
Neither knew. They were thanked and both re-entered the bar. 


Agent then inquired of the hotel desk clerk the identity 
of the occupant of Room in order to establish from agent's 


knowledge if she had any relationship to the case. The desk clerk 
advised that the occupant of this room was a 
[| Colorado, who had arrived on 


via Greyhound, receiving a special Greyhound room discount. The 
clerk stated сс НОВО, а black female who earlier in the 
evening had been at the bar and was quite loud. 


Agent then departed and retired alone. 


b6 
b7C 


b6 
b"7C 


b6 
b7C 
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Later that night, agent was awakened by the telephone, 
the caller identifying herself аз — у stated 
that after her conversation with the agent in the lobby, | 


conversation and 


; another Show Bar dancer, 
she was spending the night in the room of 
in Madison with her, 


On the next mornin December 9, 1980) just before 
the court room, SA was called aside by 
ated he thought the agent 


enterin 


Agent replied to[ ]that no such thing рад 
occurred. 


then replied that he just thought the agent 
Should know, as he "certainly doesn't intend to use it" in 
court. 


Agent then repeated that as nothing of the kind had 
happened, there appeared to be no problem. 


U. S. Attorney Frank Tuerkheimer, who had earlier been 
i the prior night's incident, was then advised of 
remarks, and the agent's theory that this was an 
attem о 


е keep the government from eliciting in cross-examination 
о Jithe prior night's threat by 


Such information was elicited on cross-examination. 
| Attorney — | | on redirect, then asked 
if she was not in the bar the previous night with SA having 
his arm around her, to which she replied 


The government on re-cross then asked[ ^ ]if she 
had had a drink at the bar with SA[ ^ | to which she also 


b6 
b"7C 


b6 
b7C 


b6 
b7C 


b6 
b7C 


b6 
b7C 


replied [ T b6 


b7C 
r in the day, several references were made by 
both to the above situation. 
Subpoenaes were furni y the U. S. Attorney to 
both also known as b6 
relating to the incident, but both were directed that they could b7c 


leave without further delay. 
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An individual identifying herself а | b6 
сеа асса Wisconsin, tele- BIC 
honically furnished the following information to АГ | 
mum the Office of the United States Attorney, Madison, 
1sconsin. 


She was present at the bar of the Inn on the Park 


hotel, downtown Madison, Wisconsin, on the previous evening, 
when she observed and overheard a situation she wished to 


bring to someone's attention. who, from their b6 
conversation, were apparently b7C 
Federal trial, were present in e bar along Wi а numbe 
of witnesses in that trial. One of tS авв present 
1 —Ím > other was more slender, with 

air an 


reddis mustache, and appeared younger. This younger 
was overheard in a conversation with (надування | 
this woman apparently having no knowledge of or 


connection with the case on trial. The ling 
the woman that his client, on trial for a 


related offense, was in tr involv in о = а 
particular bar in question 
The stated that he has a number of 


presen о lie in court in an attempt to get the client 
acquitted. 


the b6 


b7C 
; is was also 
es estern (Inn on the Park) hotel. 
has since told that she was 


e 
statements and behavior. stated that 
She believed that the girl would be ight in discussing 
this matter with an FBI agent. She stated that she 
the Inn on the Park, thus being 
present when e above occurred. 


12/9/80 , Madison, Wisconsin (44 8 -35-621 
| РЕ mune UBS. 
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Date of transcription — 12/16/80  — 
also known as b6 
1ппезофа (саге of 
voluntarily appeared at the office of the 
United States Attorney for the Western District of Wisconsin 
where she furnished the following information to ЗА 
who had previously identified himself to her as being 


а Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and 
to U. S. Attorney Frank М. Tuerkheimer: 


b7C 


b7C 


12/9/80 Madison, Wisconsin 


Investigation on 


Sometime thereafter, she left the bar alone and | 


by 


Date dictated 12/14/80 
This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the РВІ. jt 15 the property of the ЕБІ and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


b7c 


b5 
b6 
b7C 
b5 
b6 
b7C 
b5 
b6 
b7C 
[was served by an employee of the U. S, Attorney's b5 
Office with a U. 5. District Court subpoena in the ик =] b6 
relating to i as advised by U. S. Attorne b7C 
Tuerkheimer 
She left the U. S. Attorney s Office. ; 
Shortly afterward, telephonically contacted b6 
sa Пг advised ТЕКЕ БЕ she was attempting to BIC 
leave e Federal Buildin she was followed by the same 


С |адуівед that she має leaving town immediately b6 
and could be contacted esate a] at the above address. b7C 
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1 
1/14/81 


Date of transcription 


advised as follows: =e 


During the trial of Alex J. Raineri in December, 
1980, just after the completion of the government’s case 
£ inni Raineri's 
door late 
е А b7C 


answered 


friend of 


n n 
a knock a apparent ht 


was because he began talking to sayin 
that had to help him in the Raineri case. т) 
then talked to 


left. b7C 


Г] аша 


b7C 


[1934 [ LL] 


The t day , b6 : 


workin ro БУ e Raineri defense, appeared а b7C 
mmm along with Officer of the Hurley 
olice Department, and| ^ ]serve with a trial 


subpoena. 


Hurley, Wisconsin а 144 Б - 35-501 
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1/14/81 


Date of transcription 


| | | b6 
Wisconsin, advised as follows: b7C 
2 


Since the trial of Alex J. Raineri in Madison, 
Wisconsin, during November-—December, 1990, she has received 
a telephone call from Raineri's 
[M This call was received a co 
New Years, 1981, at around 10:00 PM. 
to 


b6 
ays aiter b7C 
asked her 


to talk 


У statement referre o pending state charges against 


Mrs.[ | "I ШЕННЕН | ee it was up to[ | b6 | 
C Джо he did or did not talk to. ь7с 


Investigation оп 1/7/81 at . Hurley, Wisconsin рф 4 В 7 55 ° $92 
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On 11/17/81, 0 Јаауіѕей the writer b6 
that the Ironwood Daily Globe carried front page headlines b7C 
on this dete тезби =" ее: under threat 
of prosecution, quoting Paul Sturgul who had apparently released 
this information. The news article mentioned the FBI and the 
U. S. Attorney's Office. 

This article will be obtained and placed in file. 


Above being made а matter of record to reflect the 
FBI's minimal involvement in this incident. 
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à ghargesiagainst Colassaco following | 


* - "félatedchatgés ‘dealing, with. ‘his’ 
А association with. ‘the: Show Bar in 


у with, 


` iDaily Globe Staff 
i choice ої" Tesigning 
‘or being: Qtried-on- -crimiria]- ‘charges: 
. stemming frorir his testir ny-a 
аро former Troi County Cireuit > 


E udge: Alex Raineri, а: Hurley. police | 


officer chose: ‘to: Jedve. the "depart 
ment Monday, | 

Kenneth Colássaconotified. ‘the ‘ 
Hurley: Law "Enforcement Com- 
mission: фе "Was: leaving ithe- depart- 


‘The: stesignation:follows < a 
between Colassaco.and’: Tronic: 
District Attorney- Paul Sturgul: hoe 

: Friday, Nav: 8. Sturgil: :Sáid. hestold: | 
. Хоіазвадо .at ‘that ‘time charges" 
; "wouldBe filed làssáco. did. not 
resign: ‘Sturguk Sài *-Colassacó: in- 
„сей Monday, Noy. 9; he would | 


' resign. 


Sturgul said hé begat она ing 


‘Colassaco’s: testimony i in the'Raineri 
tri I Thursday, ‘Dec, 4, 1980, Raineri ` 
was: convicted: om. prostitution- Е 


“Resigns. 


‘Hurley. police officer ске 
Colastaco has: resigned: (Globe 16: 
photo) 


“Monday. reviewed: г” new. ap- 


plications.far the positions.as" 'wellas 
Several . other applications 
previously: ‘filed, with: “the depart- ` 
ment. | А eof 


(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 


‚ Hurley 


charge, 


засо: testified. that after ће 
talked:with ‘Нашей, he: '(Colassaco) 
threatened his sister, 
Golassaco,; Чо: Keep] ‘her mouth: shut" 
‘and’ stop ‘telling 1 fe : 
randj jury: investigating Raineri , 
‘officer: said Ваше 


d Raineri. Colassaco 
а Ar "her 
‘mouth: shu an 


‘talk to ‘her, н. "When. asked by 
Ван пегі абогпеў, "Ken, you. didn't 


threatei her, did: you," Colassaco 


replie less: гаа". і 

‘Sturgul. said he. waited. almost. а. 
уваї tó:cónifront;Colassaco because 
hé-needed official. transéipts. of thé 


ed 
‘trial: ‘He: said’he дій пої: receive fhe: s 
‘transcripts. until last month: [n 
‚ :Sturgul denied. hé was "pressured: | 


M ‘eouncil members ог other 


таралар “told: comm 1 
memben ed 6 poi ‚ department 


КА O 
.Comniission: members: discussed : 
possible pmioney saving measures. 
апа. requested' Erspamer to prepare 
ET budget fe fot- discussion prior tothe, ! 


Patricia: ' 


to talk-to‘his sister-after | 
she had: talked to. ЕБІ” 


listen to iné,. Somebody else ‘could: 


fembers in Ше ‘community. №. B 


- "Calvetii said.lie wanted to @ёаг:йр 


dole: Saying the: 


™dicate page, name of 
iwspaper, city and state.) 


Date: І // fel 
Edition: Chile 


Әммә д, 


Тійе: 


| белен ы because Tie felt. it speeds Ж 
- bedifticultto: sticcessfullyprosec ще. 
` ‘Colassaco «bécause-thé state's тпай 
- Witness: жошаре Colassá: 


Commission КЕТКЕНІ Eugene 


У На. dniscon- .. 
tions? -aboüft ` the “commission's. 

‘commission. was: 
created, with.the intent: of-being free. 
from political pressure. 


Even. though the: Chamber ої. 
Commerce, the pólice | department ‚ 
ап the couricil picked the:members.. 
e.commission, Calvéttisaid:the „ 
embers:were not.représenting феї 
individual groups 2 ШЕ Бе entire” 

in з non i 


partisanway: 
The next’ meeting. ef. the: ‘Hurley. 

‘Law Enforcement Commission ‘will 

be Dec. 1 а: 30; р. m. ati the: city hall. 
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licate page, name of 


FD-3850. (Rev. .12-5-78) ` ч wspaper, city and state.) 
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Character: 

or 
Classification: 
Submitting Office: 


В ge 


SI HE x 
Pens hited Dm 


ат imbhis fes m | О 1 3 Шу/рговесще кк In ; other ‘monetary matters, 
trial of former Trohi {Ө in а jes Sisters БАШЫ АС Qe Sure T па commissioners-agreed to meet with ` 
e : y. to ‘mouth shut: 101655: Siste? Ihecitywill'páy the $8.test fees. In е county concerning payment fur 


Біл iin E у Ў р 2 T. "9 d nds Шр: : 
ои Hurley t- Шпе Нез, to, aifeders ap Й i e USA i Addition to-the examinations, police dispatching services through the 
‘Monday, * -* ani i iin h м ; egidgreed oft rs-must-also participate in an Iron County Sheriff Department. 
я aid bRaine : : Wenger. os М handling ofith 2462 c WW ЗЛ eight-week Schooling session for law . The city has not paid (he $100 per 
і ef pu ір і officers: ' a month {её since July. 
is^. Police Chief. Ted Erspamer told - 


~ Law Enfórcéme 


2 Макы 
in he was leaving.th boutis E: | ; ! Най їпїйїззїоп he would like to hire " Е chairman Eugene 
pu : ES Hig А ^ E { : ? ҮРӨ ^ BARTAN ople but wouldn't alvetti said he wanted to clear up 
шашы ш necting і i5 This s ; і | \ | УКА на Күрер A Жр ШЕ some "street talk and miscor. 
en Colassaco and Irori.Có TON 2%; : ayes, АУЕ the new-budget follows budgets ceptions” about the commission’s 


“ct Attorney Paul бшгеш héld 
181019: 


Гу, Nov, 6. Sturgul said h role, saying ‘the commission was 
rennes di 


revious years, Erspamer УН À 
d CEP: pamar created with the intent of being free 


pi панову акен ! қас e dA ЗЕТ i 819 з Jisáid'hewould not be able to live 


a ТІЗЕДІ that} t ч Arg КЧ thea ОРОК, ichs СШ nee " MES і и CUTE EA e d ent had fo hire E from political pressure, 
$ эзш. Sturgul/ lassaco ine: ЕАН : ШР awe j : 5 ак тезірпей ibe 222 ча 226.20; «РЕүеп.:һоцдһ the Chamber of 
i j 4 | Е і \ ; Е igned: + ^ m Commetce,. the police department 


(ON n 5 255 ӨКН КОЯТ ИН і Зі раната the council picked the members 
Sturgul'said beganite ee он Р $ 159 И ЛӘСЕ hie і 7000 ОШ commission, Calvetti said the 


harges against Colassa Ч bers-were not representing the . 
olassaco's testimony: З al groups: but the entire 
‘ial Thursday, Dec е city in a non- 
'as convicted : 


eling oL the Hurley 
eni: Commission will 
i at (becity bad 
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| STEMS FROM. RAINERI TRIAL . 


t 


Mayor is ‘miffed! | 


Confiripation that-officer T icér Ken- 
"пећ Colassaco ‘had. resigned , 

om Ше } шеу: ‘police’ depart. | | 
! metit маз made -on Monday night | 1 
pat а. meeting of, the newly- ! 
revived police corninission. It had: | 
‘been. rumored that the PBI | тай: 
‘ordered’ District Attorney Paul « 
Sturgul to secure ‘the police 
officer's resignation: ‘of to prose- , 
` gute. him dor charges stemming ' 
‚ from testimony given in the rial 
ої atari дом 'Co.: Сігері; шара | 


| 
Чо resign. 
| 


cominissfon, . read а Чени from 
Colassaco in which he ‘said that 
‘he was résigning: drom- the police ; 
force. Atthe. request of Calvetti; ' 
Sturgul: gave. "an explanation of 
what he said led to the: decision of ` 
: "Colassacó to terminate. his:.ent: 
ployment with the Hurley poli 
: department after four years c 
| the force. . 
А The immediate: developments 
| that. led.to the resignation, star- 
| ted. on Friday, Nov. 6, when ' 
Officer: Colassaco was; called. into 
4 District Attorney Sturgul’s: of. 
Й бов: arid was told that charges ! 
к would be. filed. against ‘him if'he- | 
| did not. resign. from his, job. | 
| Sturgul has.said'that/the Hurley ; і 
| policé officer told him: that hé , 
{ would" leave ‘the job at.a later і 
|. meeting: om Моу». 9. ‘It is.known ` 
"раб Colassaco consulted with i 
attorney, ‘Gene ‘Linehan, со 
cerning: "What ` he should. ), 
‘Linehan, who ‘was ап attorh y'i 
‘for Raineri during the tridl, 
‚ witnessed the resignation that 


вай Бу: Calvetti. 


s rars сес 
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Colossaco forced _ 


‚ 


Шш the Raineri trial, Colassaco 
' gave testimony that-ehad told : 
‚ his sistér, Patricia Colassaeo, to- | 

' “keep your. ‘mouth shut" and 
,"stop:telling: lies" with regard tà 1 
"рег statements to the FBI and in. ! 
‚ subséquent testimony in the: 

trial. "The Hurley: police officer: i 
told. the federal: court that. Rai- . 

; neri had asked. him to: tell his.! 
„sister to stop- telling. ies, or he. 
would "get someone else бо Байк: 
to her.” Raineri was charged" 
with threatening: a; Witness in the ' 
charges that were ‘brought , 

‚ against him in ‘his relationships | 
with the Show:Bar. He-was foünd : ` 
. guilty оп all: five cliarges: andis; 
‚ пом free on añ appeal. 

The circumstances that led ‘to | ‘ 
' demand. ‘for Colassaco's, resig- | 

р ‚ nation аге пої clear: Sturgul said | 
that;he took the action with-the | 
cooperation, knowledge, appro- | | 
val, and; commendation of _ the | | 
FBI aid the- office of the 0.8, 
District Attorney. However,. iti is | 

nown, that. thè federals: had | 

оге арап. observer: interest: t 

the matter ‘and’: пау have in і 


t demanded action. 

* District: Attorney ‘Sturgul, in 
his statement at the police com- 
‘mission meeting, said that he‘had:* 
‚ maintained. an. interest. in the | | 


| Baineri сазе and, ; before acting i in 
RM A MAE TR E 


the Colássaco: matter, waited 
; until. he received! transcript- of 
‘the trial’ om Oct. 16; After 
| reviewing the evidehée,: and 
; checking. out that-there had.been 
упо, immunity. given; . he. déter- 
‘mined that it might be-difficult'to 
| yrosecute" the- case, since а prin- ` 


поте défendant, With. the: 'appro- 
} alofthe FBI, he- decided-to. ask 
гіог а resignation..as ап alterna- 
ү tiye to: certain: prosecution. Тһе 
i D.A. said. Бе, was : determined. 


П 


‚ that Colassaco, sliould по remaii | 


раї witness would be the-sister . | 


м, 
licate page, name of 
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с> Related to the.Colasgaco гевід- , 
p ааба, At: the Monday night - 
7 meeting;: ‘Chairman Calvetti. said 
: that. Не: wanted'to set'at.rest:any- 
aims- ‘that. inembers „0f the: 
ouncil, or: апу other city govern- 1. 
nent ófficial,-or-thé. coniiuission f 
d: anything. to-do: with. pres- * 
suring” ‘Sturgul. Phe: decision: to 
з accept:the ‘Colassaco. resignation 
: was "unanimous with: ‘Calyetti, 
Russ Lundgren, and Steve. Baima: 
‚ voting. 
у Also related. to the matter; 
3 Mayor Bill.Dary, who was: ‘told of 
! the: Monday night events when 
! һе eame ifto the City hall оп 
;Tuésday morning, | exelaimed й 
¿that he was: “flabbergasted.” ` 
P Told that it, had been: бл, the 
' radio, he flew into'a таре, The. 
'чйауог described; himself’, as 
;" damn mad” that the commission | 
and. Sturgul’ had “gone. public 
m this thing.” Рагу said that | 
"по опе раї: had the. courtesy: to 
‘tell me what is going on," and. к 
[added that he leátned. of. the 
impending: - resignation. {гош 
'Colassaco himself, He:addedthat ' 
"hé had'advised thet ‘council: ofibi | 
‚ executive · session. ' Рагу ex- 
ied that “this:is.a. personnel 
matter, ‘and. the commission 
ould have gone into a closed 
session оп the: resignation-stuff,”” 
Colassacó was, named: by 
Mayor Dary. Last fall, he was a 
| Democrat candidate for sheriff. 
: At the Monday: night meeting, 
~ tthe commission conducted some: 
| Business and; carried’ оп; а. dis- 
; cussion about. the police foréé, | 
1 Somé of it related. to the vacancy. 
caused. ‘by the resignation of | 
; Officer Colássaeg. 
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Memorandum 


x é 


SAC (1948-35) (С) Date 11/18/81 


b7C 


Subject : ALEX J. RAINERI з 


Circuit Judge, 

Hurley, Wisconsin 

HOBBS АСТ - OC;ITAR-Prostitution;Perjury;OOJ 
OO: MILWAUKEE 


Sturgul stated his intent to charge 
Obstruction of Justice (a felony) or Official Mismnduct (a 
misdemeanor) for the purpose of obtaining his removal from 
the Police Department. These options and the possibility of 
allowing to quietly resign from the Department 
were discussed. Sturgul stated that he wound be making his 
decision by the end of the week. 


On 11/6/81, a call was received Е 
who was upset that had been called to b7C 


Sturgul's office and given the option of resigning or forcin 
a She advised — [nas а 


On 11/9/81, Paul Sturgul, Iron County District Attorney, 


advised that he had received notification from that b6 
would be submitting his resignation by the end of b7C 
ENS CWOSE. этики! advicea а called Бодрова 


Byrnes who had then called Sturgul and discussed this matter 
with him. Sturgul stated that Byrnes had backed his efforts 
and indicated "If he wants to stick it out and 


fight prosecution, we (the U. S. Government) will prosecute 
him too." Sturgul had relayed this to | | 


wA | wl г 
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F81/DOJ 


Paul А. Sturgul 
District Attorney 


Office Of б 


MADISTRICT ATTORNEY, IRON COUNTYM 
? HURLEY, WISCONSIN 54534 су 


November 23, 1981 


м mM 
Federa ureau of Investigation 


Post Office Box 185 
Wausau, Wisconsin 54401 


ве: LO 
реат[ | 


Enclosed are newspaper clippings from the November 17, 1981 

edition of the Ironwood Daily Globe and the November 19, 1981 
edition of the Iron County Miner regarding the above entitled 
matter. I thought these articles would be of interest to you. 


Very truly yours, 


00.5, 


Paul А. Sturgul 
District Attorney 
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Enclosures 


| ПЕС 01 1981 


ЕВ! — MILWAUKE 


4 Address: 310 Silver Street 
Hurley, Wisconsin 54534 
Phone: 715-561-2141 
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"three-man commission, 


By RALPHAN SAMI 
. > and "n 
< STANMILAM 
Daily.Globe Staff 


Friday.agréed to allow police officer" 
Ken Colassaco to withdraw his Nov. 


6.resignation fromithe.department. · 


‘Russ Lundgren, Secretary of ‘the. 
‘said: the 
ee 


Б. ақа айыр ашалар» жақа 


- The Hurley Police ‘Commission ` 


name 


‘Wote:td accept. Colaésaco’ Sregüestto 


‘stay "with. the department фаввбй | 


"unanimously. 


` The eómmission. met in lose ` 


session. Therequest: frorn Colassaco 


to rescind the regighation-was the - 
- police officer testified Dec. 4, 1980 at 
“the trial: of former Iron. ‘County 


major item of business, Lundgren 
said. 

‘Lundgren "said ‘the commission 
was 10 ‘satisfied with the сіг- 


cumstances ‘that. Леа to: the: 


resignation. 


- Colássaco Yesighed when faced. . 
with criminal charges stemming: - 
*.from;his testimony ina trial, -: 

Поп County Disttict Attorney ` 


| . Paul Sturgul said Пе -plans tô 


ТОТУ 


prosecütet Colassaco now: that! she has |, 
‘withdrawn: the resignation, ` 


'Sturgul's said: “Good: Е: | 
mmandatés: that- уби. Cannot shave: 


‘Officers on the -policë department 
who threatei: "witnesses, "This. ‘will. 
‚ keep coming. up -time after time 


“gèts back -on the force, I will - 


х told him his. sister ай talked’ foc : 
5 federal enr ard 


E male оа азалй 


testify ав. а witness іп а trial, fhe- mission Nov: 16 he was resigning, 


1, however, Не саше back to the 
-prosecute-him. - commission оп Nov. 30 with his 

‘Sturgul:said:he begari considering- "attorney ‘and. informed: the com- 
‘charges.against Colassaco'when‘the _imission Ве wanted: tó rescind the 


` resignation: 


‘Judge Alex Raineri. +, ‘consider Colassaco’s request ‘to 


At that trial;;Colssaco testified he  rescind his resignation. 


threatened his sister. after Raineri. - 7 Éündgrei said. “thé. -:&orhmission. 


“also. discussed. police examinations 
Which aed tobe > given, Sáturday, Dec. 
ЖЕРАР 0.a.m. in-room 110.04 the 
‚ Wisco: inzndianhead Vocátionàl. 


Ваше said. he waited almost’ а” 
‘year -to.confront ‘Colassaco -because. 
he was waiting for transcripts: of the 
Raineritrial. 

Sturguil Said:thé transcripts did not, 
arrive until October of . this. year, 
After reviewing them; Sturgulsdid - 
he told Colassaco : ‘On’ Nov. 13 he: - 
would be‘prosecuted if Colassaco.did _ 
not resign... | zc 


"8; , 


-уеаї a Hurley city servantiesigned 
and - the. resignation Was then 
«Тевсійдей, Councilman: "William. 
Chàrtier. resigried:this summer, but 

: »Mayor William Рагу did not accept 
the cR 


Vu aru EL d p 


10 
шәҙовлецо 


гәоцуо 8шуишдп | 
1001901166810 


} 


X 
E 


à 
W 
Ux 

\ 


. The.méeting Friday was called to . 


It тпагкей the `весдпй. dime ‘this 


une NEN 


back on Hurley PD; 


і When. Же (Golassaco) is ‘ealled . io 2 қ Colàssaeo- informed E: com- ` 


Institute iri Ashland 852100 8. Веазег; 
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ім. | Office Of © 


Paul A. Sturgul 
District Attorney 


December 11, 1981 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


Post Office, Box 185 
Wausau, WI 54401 


Dear[ | 


Enclosed is а photocopy of the criminal complaint regarding the 
aboye entitled matter, 


Very truly yours, 


(03, pl 
Paul АГ Sturgul 


District Attorney 
Psi] 


Enclosure 
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Address: 310 Silver Street 
М Hurley, Wisconsin 54534 
Phone: 715-561-2141 


b6 
b7C 


b6 
b7C 


E P = „+ ~ w ee 


State of Wisconsin, ——— crout |. Court, _ rmx | Обипіу 
TATE OF WISCONSIN, 
і i Plaintiff, CRIMINAL COMPLAINT AND SUMMONS i 
i ISSUED BY DISTRICT ATTORNEY | 
| vs. . : . | 
| File No. ——————— b6 


i , Defendant. | 
| : . | | 


ЫА 


in said County, the defendant did:--- - | 


feloniously and verbally, maliciously threaten to. іс iniu a 

— vith’ intent thereby to сор [|] E 
i the person so threatened, to do an act against her will, namely to . БУС 
influence her talking with the Federal Bureau of Investigation and 
the.United.States Grand Jury. investigating the involvement of Alex J. Raineri 


in the Show Bar at Hurley, Wisconsin. 


PENALTY: A fine not to exceed $10,000.00 от imprisonment not to exceed 
five (5) years or by both such fine and imprisonment. 


(Class. D Felony). 


боп\ату to Section ) : , Wis. Stats., and prays that said defendant be dealt with 
according to law; and.that the basis for the complainant's charge of such offense is: 


Your complainant ts the Iron County Sheriff. Your complainant has received 
information from reading the transcript of the trial of United States vs. 
Alex J. Raineri  which.occurred in Federal.Coutt in 1980 in the Western. . 
District of Wisconsin, that on March 19th or 20th, 1980, the defendant was a 
the Iron County courthouse in Hurley when he was called aside by Iron County 
Circuit Judge Alex Raineri,.-^At that time,. the defendant and Judge Raineri 
engaged in conversation in.Judge RAineri's chambers in which Judge і і 
discussed the FBI's investigation of Raineri and the fact that: {Бе 
had been in Madison "doing some talking, telling some, 
ies about him (Raineri) down here (in Madison)". Transcript of Trial p7c 
United States уз. Raineri, page 828. Raineri then asked the defendant to 
talk to and "see if she would quit telling those lies and if 
SRG, diis айа ЖЫ Sen Listen to (Raineri) could get somebody 


ы КЖ = (OVER) 


- 


MUI e ОО ОО ОО ОО А А ОО еиените: 
ия 
З . 


ІР 
Сотріаїпапі 


(23 64 | 
) District Attorngy . 
. Approved for filing | 2,9 G Stun о | 
: x б District]Attorney | 


SUMMONS | 
THE STATE OF WISCONSIN TO SAID DEFENDANT: | 


à The original of the above Complaint having been issued, accusing the defendant of committing the crime | 


of thxeatening a witness , contrary to Section 9843 30(1) . 
ї 
You are, therefore, summoned to appear before .— the Circuitceutot. | Iron Созу з. 


t 


at the Courthouse in the City oí. — Hurley ____, to answer said Complaint, on Monday, December 14, 1981 
at 9 : 45 a. M., : 


Dated ЕЛІН! 1446 в“ 


uy) 2 [4 LÀ 


and in case of your failure to appear, a warrant for your arrest may be issued. ; 


District Attorney 


No. СЕ—1 (Rev. 6-1-70) CRIMINAL COMPLAINT AND SUMMONS ISSUED BY DISTRICT ATTORNEY 968.01, 968.02, 968.04 Wis. Stats. 
H.C. Miller Со., Milwaukee 


to talk to her." Ibid, Raineri further. told the [X "have b3 | 
о 


| .keep her mouth shut." Ibid. rementioned b6 | 
conversation, the defendant contacted ‘and told her "to keep  b7C| 
her nose out of that business (the Federal Investigation of Raineri), to | 


outh shut," (and that) "1Ё she didn't want to listen to (the 
chen) "somebody else could talk to her." Transcript, Page 829. 


further admitted, under oa ial of United States | 

ineri, that he threatened |__| Transeript, Page. 832. | 

testified at the same trial of United States vs. | 
Raineri,that з нн |2115: her on March 19th or 20th, 1980 

end EE her that she "should not talk to the FBI any more." Transcript, | 

Page 769. Тһе defendant told in that conversation that she 

should "keep (her) nose out ої what was happening" (and that if the 


"couldn't talk me quiet. that there were other people - 
20119" id. further testifi 
emen o her to be a threat 
ibid. She. further rai 
Federal Bureau o ion - ста =: 


conversation with her. t 
substance of the foregoing statements of the and 
U.S. Attorney Frank Tuerkheimer in Madison, who subpoenaed the 
appear at the Federal Grand Jury investig ting Alex J, Raineri, 
аз a result of the testimonv at the aforementioned Grand Jury, 
Alex J. Raineri was indicted on the federal charge of stice. 

Ае а result of further testimony of вер] gp C Jp the 
Federal Trial of Alex J. Raineri, Alex J. Raineri was convicted of obstruct- 
ing justice. 


The 


AFFIDAVIT 


STATE OF WISCONSIN) 
COUNTY OF IRON ) 


Robert Rowe, on information and belief, bring first duly sworn on 
oath, deposes and says: 


1. That he is the Iron County Sheriff and complainant in the foregoing 
action. 


2. That this complaint is based оп information and belief of Robert Rowe. 
who has received this information from reading the transcript of the Federal 
Trial of Alex J. Raineri which occurred in Federal Court in mmm Wisconsin 

an 


in 1980, pertaining to the testimony ої and b6 
which he believes to Бе trustwort 
rom information he has received from Agent 


of belief 2 b7C 
Agent of the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation whom he believes to 

worthy of belief as a federal law enforcement agent. 


rustworthy and 


3. That this Affidavit is made in support of the Complaint. 


Dated this llth day of December, 1981. 


E | 
САЙ г P i 


Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this llth day of December, 1981. 


Ге м о 


ii. NY PLI 
(2 Dula or УИ. 
lars O Sn ок arth, STU kcu! 
Notary Public, Iron County, Wisconsin... 
My Commission is permanent. Indis 
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olice. officer т 
‘scheduled to. appear, in 


“Tron County Circuit Court Monday’. 
. morning at. 9:30 a.m. опоа feloriy 


‚еһагве‹ of threatening: a witness.. 


‚ Colassaco: will фе ‘charged: іп. 
`бёппесноп. with testimony. ће gave 


‚ ‘inthe December, 1980.trialofformer > 
» Tron, County Judge Alex. Raineri, 


who was convicted on prostitution- 


‚ related charges: ‘relating to: his., 
association with the Show Bar іп” | 


, Hurley, | 


The- police officer: testified Déc. 4" 
7 1980, that:he told-his.sister,. Patricia... 
‚ Colassáco, to“‘keep her mduthishut” 


5 : сапа. stop. “telling. lies". toa federal 


, Stand, jury investigatifig Raineri. 
Colassaco.said Вашем asked:him: , 
оак tohis sister after learningshe ' 
hàd talked: to FBI agents abotit , 
Raineri: Соіаззасо said Tie i his 


TUN Эше 


When: asked. by Rainéri’s, attorney; 


“Ken, you didn’t threaten her, did - 


you’,’* Colassaco-replied,, "1. guess.I 
ИКЕ 
оа бу 


Iron. County District Attorney: 


Paul-Sturgul'said he waited:almósta | 


year -to-confront: Colassaco-because 


hé needed official: transcripts: of the. 


; Raineri: trial. He:did not гесвіуе ве 


tráriseriptst until last month. ы 2) 


'. Sturgul met with Colassaco Nov. б. 
The district attorney told-Colassacó. 


at that time the charge would: be 


еа Colassacó did noti кай fróm- 
“һе police department. 


Colassaco indicated. on Nov. 9. ds 
would resign: The police «сопі», 


mission accepted: the resignation but: 


‚ to withdraw the resignation. 
" Colassaco has ‘been back. on: ‘thé 


" ‘police department for about'a week, 


‘she. didn't “Want to listen to: bandit 
- somebody. else: could’ talk. to. her." 


last week: agreedt to allow.Colassaco: 4) 
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First, in regard to the press, I did not bring the Colassaco matter 


to their attention. There was already widespread publicity concerning 
Mr. Colassaco's involvement in the Raineri trial last year, Moreover, 
Mr. Colassaco himself told a number of individuals in the Hurley community 


about our conversation and from there news of the matter spread throughout 


і 
the community апа to the press. The press came to me regarding this | 
matter. When they did, they already knew the circumstances surrounding 
his resignation. Under those circumstances I felt it was my responsibility 

as a public official as District Attorney of this county to discuss this | 


matter with the press, І firmly believe that the public has a right to 


know about matters such as this. | 
Ordinarily I would not dignify Mr. Dary's rude and insulting remarks 

with a response, but his comments are an insult not to me personally, but 

to the people of the City of Hurley, and I feel I must respond to them. 

Mr. Dary and I are both elected ое Не is the Mayor of Hurley 

and Т am the Iron County District Attorney. When I became District Attorney 

of this county, I took an oath of office to enforce the laws of this land. 

I жам ды that when enforcing these laws, one cannot please everybody. 


That, however, is not the issue here. Іп the Colassaco matter, my duty 


is clear. Mr. Colassaco, a police officer of this city, testified under 


oath on two separate occasions, once before the Federal Grand Jury апа 
then in 0.5. Federal Court in Madison that he threatened a witness, His i 
statements were corroborated by the person he threatened, who also 
testified under oath. Such conduct by Mr, Colassaco is a crime under 
both federal and state laws, As a result of this testimony, Mr. Raineri 


was convicted in federal court of obstructing justice by having 


А b6 
Mr. Colassaco threaten a witness. tet А 
А ИЕ b7C 
і i Fus 


МАШ АЛ 
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Now I personally have nothing against Mr, Colassaco. In fact, 
I gave him а break. Т offered him a choice of either resigning or facing 
felony charges. Mr. Colassaco at first accepted my offer and resigned 
from the Hurley police force. Then he withdrew his resignation with 
the cooperation of the Hurley Police Commission, Мом Т am doing my duty, 
and with the assistance of the Department of Justice, the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and Iron County Sheriff, am preparing charges against 
Mr. Colassaco. Т am doing the job that the people of Iron County elected 
me to do. 

I would add that the Colassaco case is also a matter of good 
government. Good government mandates that police officers who threaten 
witnesses cannot remain on the police force, Otherwise Officer Colassaco 
will arrest people, obtain confessions from them, опіу to have them 
repudiate their confessions and say that their confessions were coerced, 
that they were threatened by Mr, Colassaco just as he threatened his 
sister in the well-known Raineri case. Тһе Colassaco matter will keep 
coming up again and again until it is resolved, 

It is unfortunate that Mr. Dary has reacted to the Colassaco matter 
in this manner, ТЕ he is not interfering with the administration of 
justice, he is certainly not cooperating with it and not facilitating its 
adninist ration. I am gratified, however, by the assistance I have received 
from the FBI, the U.S. Attorney's Office, and the Department of Justice. 
But most of all, I am heartened by the overwhelming and widespread support 
I have been receiving from my own community. The support of the people 
of Hurley to this office gives the lie to those who would say that the | 
people of Hurley do пої care about good government, Оп the contrary 
there are many of us who care deeply about our community and who will, 


despite all obstacles, encourage and support good government in Hurley. 
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[такт ATTORNEY, IRON COUNTY 
HURLEY, WISCONSIN: 54534 ; 


x Address: 310 Silver Street 
B Hurley, Wisconsin 54534 
Phone: 715-561-2141 


Paul À. Sturgul 
District Attorney 


December 15, 1981 


Federal Bureau of Investigation БІЗ 


Post Office Box 185 
Wausau, Wisconsin 54401 


Dear С) 


Enclosed please find a photocopy of an article which appeared 

in the December 15, 1981 issue of the Ironwood Daily Globe. 

As you can see from the article, the Hurley Police Commission 

has decided not to suspend Mr, This comes as a b6 


surprise to me sin r. па Ads ыш b7C 
me when x [eese nea to withdraw his resignation 

that there was no way that Mr.[ ]would remain on the 

police force after charges were issued. As you can see, the 

Commission does not take my advice. Meanwhile, the adjourned 

initial appearance in the matter has been set for Monday, 

December 21, 1981 at 9:30 a.m. before Judge Varda. Your 

appearance will not be necessary at this time. At that time, 

Judge Varda will set the matter for motion and a preliminary 

hearing. 


I may be in Seattle from December 21st until the 28th and so 
I will be out of the office for that week. 


Very truly yours, 


Ro 5 


Paul A. Sturgul 
District Attorney 
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TO: Director, FBI (190-26872 
Attention: SA b6 
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FROM: SAC, Milwaukee (190-0) 


SUBJECT: ALEX J. RAINERI 
FOIPA REQUEST 


Re Bureau airtel to Milwaukee 3/26/82. 


Enclosed, under separate cover, for the Bureau are 
copies of documents which are proposed for release. 


The enclosed documents were reviewed on 4/2/82 
by Milwaukee Case Agent and only one additional deletion is 
requested. 


This appears in Bureau file 194-1122, serial 29, 
(Los Angeles airtel to Burcau dated 0/25/80), page one 


both copies). It is requested that the address ef[ rl b6 
California, b7C 
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Hle actualiy вона з5ез this address and it is felt 
pe ee furnish it to him, since 
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3 ~ Bureau (190-26872) (Ru 
(1 - Package Copy) 

2 - Milwaukee b6 
(1 - 190-0) b7C 
(1 ~ 1948-35) 


ИТ 190-0 


Оп 2/8/82, tho 0. 5. Court of Appeals for the 7th 
Circuit affirmed Raineri's conviction. Although Rainori's 
attorneys have stated intent to further appeal to U. S. Supreme 
Court, it is anticipated that Raineri will bo ordered to begin 
serving his sentence (three years) on 4/21/92. бо as not to 
further complicate this issue, it is requested that release of 
enclosed documents be made on or after that date. 
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No. 81-1394 | 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
Plaintiff-Appellee, 
v. 
ALEX J. RAINERI, 


Defendant-Appellant. 


Appeal from the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Wisconsin. 
No. 80 CR 29, Barbara J. Crabb, Judge. 


ARGUED SEPTEMBER 15, 1981—DECIDED FEBRUARY 8, 1982 


Before CUMMINGS, Chief Judge, FAIRCHILD, Senior 
Circuit Judge, and PELL, Circwit Judge. 


FAIRCHILD, Senior Circuit Judge. After hearing the 
testimony and deliberating upon the evidence, a jury at 
Madison, Wisconsin, found the defendant guilty on all 
five counts of an indictment. On appeal, he raises 
numerous issues. We affirm the convictions. 


The first three counts charged the defendant with 
having caused travel and the use of a facility in inter- 
state commerce to promote a Hurley, Wisconsin, busi- 
ness enterprise involving illegal prostitution.! The fourth 
count charged that he had knowingly made false and 
material declarations before a federal grand jury.? The 


1 18 U.S.C. 88 2 and 1952. 
2 18 U.S.C. 8 1623. 
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fifth charged that the defendant had endeavored to 
obstruct the administration of justice by having а pro- 
spective grand jury witness threatened in connection 
with her prospective testimony.? 


The evidence showed the defendant's extensive in- 
volvement in operating the Showbar, a Hurley, Wiscon- 


sin, business enterprise involving prostitution. It also. 


showed that certain checks issued in promoting that 
enterprise and some linen used on the beds where the 
prostitutes worked had crossed state lines. Trial evi- 
dence also demonstrated that the defendant testified 
falsely before the grand jury when he stated that he did 
not travel to and from Reno, Nevada, with Cira Gas- 
barri in September and October, 1978. There was also 
proof that after the grand jury asked the defendant 
whether Patricia Colossaco, a Showbar bartender, had 
ever told him that there was prostitution at the Show- 
bar, he told Colossaco's brother to tell her to quit telling 
lies about the defendant, to keep her mouth shut, ànd if 
she did not listen to her brother, the defendant would 
get someone else to talk to her. 


The defendant's arguments fall into three categories: 
objections to pretrial rulings; disputes over trial rulings; 
and challenges to the sufficiency of the evidence. 


I 
PRETRIAL RULINGS 
A. Location of Trial 


Raineri moved to transfer the trial of this case from 
Madison to Hurley or Superior. À magistrate denied the 
motion after assessing the probable convenience and 
inconvenience to defendant resulting from trial at either 
of those locations. The district court denied reconsidera- 
tion. United States v. Raineri, 521 F,Supp. 30, 82, 33 
(W.D. Wis. 1980). 


3 18 U.S.C. 8 1508. 


AG E ни. 
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Rule 18, Fed. В. Crim. P., requires the court to “fix 
the place of trial within the district with due regard to 
the convenience of the defendant and the witnesses and 
the prompt administration of justice." 


We are not persuaded that there was an abuse of dis- 
cretion. The magistrate concluded, for reasons set forth 
in his decision, that trial at either of the requested loca- 
tions would result in greater inconvenience to defendant 
and the witnesses. Moreover Rule 18 requires due re- 
gard to the prompt administration of justice. In our 
view this requires consideration of the disruption of the 


functioning of the court caused by trial away from i 7 


customary headquarters. 


Although defendant and a number of expected wit- 
nesses lived at Hurley, approximately 300 miles north of 
Madison, no federal court quarters exist there. The 
former federal courtroom at Superior, one of the places 
specified by statute for holding court, and approxi- 
mately 100 miles west of Hurley, has been dismantled. 
The volume of cases in the Western District of Wiscon- 
sin and the limited personnel, facilities, and other re- 
sources available for dealing with this work have re- 
sulted in an increased centralization of judicial activity 
at the district's largest population and litigation center, 
Madison, where both the only district judge in regular 
active service at the time of trial and the district's only 
senior judge reside. In view of these facts, the adverse 
effect on the prompt administration of justice of holding 
a trial at Superior or Hurley must be significant, ever 
assuming availability of a state court courtroom at 
either of these places without cost to the United States. 
See 28 U.S.C. 8 1424 


4 The legitimate factors which have led to the concentration 
of judicial activity at the Western District’s Madison head- 
quarters and the consequent dismantling of other federal 
courthouses distinguish this case from United States v. Fer- 
nandez, 480 F.2d 726, 730 (2d Cir. 1973), which expressed dis- 
approval when the only Pn convenienced by a trial away 
from the headquarters of a multi-judge district was the judge 
to whom the сазе had been assigned, and United States v. 
Burns, 662 F.2d 1878 (llth Cir. 1981). 


Su. 
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B. Jury Selection 


Defendant also argues that the Jury Selection Plan, 
under which his jury was selected, no longer complies 
with the Jury Selection and Service Act, 28 U.S.C. 
88 1861-69. Specifically, the claim is that citizens resid- 
ing in many counties of the district are not currently 
and probably never will be considered for service on a 
petit jury. 


The situation on which defendant predicates his 
challenge may be described as follows: 


There are five statutory places for holding court 
within the distriet: Eau Claire, La Crosse, Madison, 
Superior, and Wausau. 28 U.S.C. 8 130(b). In years past, 
the bulk of activity was at Madison, but Jury trials were 
held to some extent at the other places. When the dis- 
trict court adopted its Jury Selection Plan under the 
Act, it placed every county in one of five "divisions," 
each of which surrounded one of the five places where 
court was held. There are no statutory divisions in the 
district, and the "divisions" in the Plan complied with 
$ 1869(еХ2). Although grand jurors are selected from 
throughout the district, petit jurors are selected from 
the "division" in which the place of trial is located. As 
time went by the caseload for the district (with only one 
judgeship authorized until 1978) increased so as to 
become one of the highest per-judge caseloads in the 
nation. More and more of the judicial activity was 
necessarily concentrated at Madison. In recent years 
trials have come to be held only at Madison, except for 
some at Eau Claire. The district court quarters in the 
other places have been closed. 


Defendant points to the policy stated іп 5 1861 "that 
all eitizens shall have the opportunity to be considered 
for service оп... petit juries . . . ." Section 1863(a) re- 
quires that a district Plan "shall be designed to achieve 
the objectives" of $ 1861. Defendant plausibly asserts 
that currently, at least, residents of the La Crosse, 
Superior, and Wausau divisions are not considered for 
service on petit juries. Essentially this is a claim that a 
plan which originally complied with the Act has fallen 
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away from compliance because of changed сіг- 
cumstances. 


Defendant’s motion to change the place of trial would 
not have remedied the situation, except in the sense that 
some residents of the Superior division would have been 
members of his jury. In any event his motion did not 
preserve his claim. Congress prescribed a motion to stay 
proceedings as the exclusive means by which an accused 
may challenge a petit jury on the ground that it was not 
selected in conformity with the Act. 28 U.S.C. § E 
(d), and (e). | à 


Defendant did move to dismiss the indictment on the 
statutory ground just described, also asserting a con- 
stitutional right to trial by a jury drawn from the entire 
district, a claim he no longer presses. The motion was 
denied. United States v. Rainer, 521 F.Supp. 30, 32, 38, 
36-38. A motion to dismiss the indictment is included in 
§ 1867(a) and (e) as one of the exclusive remedies for 
еш а jury not selected in conformity with the 

et. 


The text of $ 1867(d)> makes clear that although the 
remedy for noncompliance in grand jury selection may 
be either a stay pending a conforming selection of a grand 
jury or а dismissal of the indictment, the only remedy 
for noncompliance in the selection of a petit jury is а 
Stay pending the selection of а petit jury in conformi 
with the Act. We conclude, therefore, that the exclus 
procedure for a challenge to the selection of petit jurors 
is a motion for stay of proceedings. 


5 28 U.S.C. 8 1867(d) provides in part: “If the court deter- 
mines that there has been a substantial failure to comply with 
the provisions of this title in selecting the grand jury, the 
court shall stay the proceedings pending the selection of a 
grand jury in conformity with this title or dismiss the indict- 
ment, whichever is appropriate. If the court determines that 
there has been a substantial failure to comply with the provi- 
sions of this title in selecting the petit jury, the court shall 
stay the proceedings pending the selection of a petit jury in 
conformity with this title." 


ж 
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The magistrate concluded that although petit jurors 
are "routinely" selected in only two divisions, the 
possibility that trials might be held at some time in the 
La Crosse, Superior, or Wausau divisions keeps the dis- 
trict’s Jury Selection Plan in compliance with the Act. 
Apparently the district court agreed. In addition there 
may be some question whether Congress intended that a 
litigant whose jury was otherwise properly selected from 
a division of a district could challenge the particular 
type of defect alleged here, involving, as it would, in- 
terests of citizens in an opportunity to be considered for 
service rather than the more traditional interests of 
litigants in the jury selection process. 


Because defendant did not resort to the exclusive 
remedy provided, we do not reach either of these 
questions. 


C. The Speedy Trial Act 


The defendant asserts that the commencement of trial 
on November 24, 1980, more than five months after both 
the June 23 arraignment and the June 6 indictment 
violated the Speedy Trial Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 3161-3174. 
That act required the trial to begin within seventy days 
of the arraignment; 18 U.S.C. 8 3161(cY(1); but excluded 
from the seventy days certain periods of delay. 18 U.S.C. 
$ 3161(h). One provision excludes the delay between the 
filing and the prompt disposition of any pretrial motion. 
18 U.S.C. 8 3161(h(1XF) Another excludes “delay 
reasonably attributable to any period, not to exceed thir- 


ty days, during which any proceeding concerning the 


defendant is actually under advisement by the court.” 18 
U.S.C. 8 3161(h)(1)J). The defendant filed twelve 
motions on June 23 and seven motions on July 7, the last 
day on which the magistrate’s June 23 pretrial order 
allowed the parties to file motions. In accord with the 
magistrate’s pretrial order, the prosecution responded to 
the motions on July 18. The defendant, filed a July 25 
motion requesting the disqualification of the district 
judge; and a July 28 affidavit in support of his various 
motions. On August 1, the prosecutor filed the final af- 
fidavit in opposition to the defendant’s pretrial motions. 
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This affidavit responded in part to the defendant’s July 
25 motion. Thus, the period from June 28 until August 1 
does not count toward the seventy days because it was 
occupied with the prompt disposition of the motions the 
defendant filed on three different dates. 18 U.S.C. § 
38161(h)1XF). 


.The magistrate had some of these motions under ad- 
visement until October 28. (He had decided some of 
them and made recommendations on others on October 
8, October 7, October 10, and October 15.) It is 
reasonable to attribute and exclude thirty of the days 
between August 1 and October 28 to the motions un 
advisement. 18 U.S.C. 8 816 (Һ(1ХЕ) & (J)5 V 7 
States v. Regilio, No. 81-1618, slip op. at 4 (7th Cir., 
Dec. 28, 1981); United States v. Brim, 630 F.2d 1807, 
1311-13 (8th Cir. 1980). See also F'urlow v. United. States, 
644 F.2d 764, 768 (9th Cir. 1981). Thus, the seventy-day 
period may be counted from September 1. 


On October 3, the magistrate partially granted one of 
the defendant's discovery motions. Information disclosed 
as a result of this decision led the defendant, on October 
7, to file another motion to dismiss. The October 7 motion 
Stopped the Speedy Trial clock at the point when thirty- 
seven days had elapsed. On November 10, the court denied 
the motion to dismiss. Thirty of the intervening days are 
reasonably attributed to the prompt determination of 
that motion and are excluded. 18 U.S.C. $ 3161(hX1XF) 
& (J). Thus, by November 10, for purposes of the Speedy 
Trial Act, forty-one days had elapsed. Under these cj 
cumstances, commencement of the trial on November @ @ 
did not violate the Speedy Trial Act. 


The defendant urges that the magistrate's June 23 
pretrial order requires a different result. That order 
provided that trial commence on August 29. The order 
also provided that the magistrate would not extend the 


6 Our calculations disclose that the trial commenced fifteen 
days before the Speedy Trial Act deadline. Thus even if the 
time between July 25 and August 1 must be considered as 
part of the period under advisement, there is no Speedy Trial 
Act violation. | 
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time set by the order, absent a finding that the ends of 
justice served by an extension outweighed the best in- 
terest of the publie and the defendant in a speedy trial. 
On July 29, the trial date was cancelled, but the finding 
deseribed above was not expressly made. This cancella- 
tion is entirely understandable, coming as it did, shortly 
after the defendant filed a late motion and a separate 
late affidavit in support of his earlier motions. On 
August 29, the original trial date, the defendant's 
numerous motions still burdened the magistrate. 


The language in the magistrate's order concerning the 
finding as a prerequisite to an extension was doubtless 
borrowed from 18 U.S.C. 8 3161(h)(8)(A). The inclusion ої 
this language in the order did not bind the court to a 
standard more rigid than the statute. 


D. Joinder 
1. Rule 8 


The defendant asserts that Rule 8, Fed. R. Crim. P. 
does not authorize joinder of Counts IV and V (perjury 
and causing a witness to be threatened) with Counts I, 
II, and III (causing interstate travel and use of іп- 
terstate facilities to promote a prostitution enterprise). 
Rule 8(а) authorizes joinder where "offenses ... are 
based оп... two or more acts or transactions connected 
together or constituting parts of a common scheme or 
plan.” . - 


There is obviously а degree of connection between the 
acts charged in the five counts. The expected proof 
would show Travel Act offenses followed by perjury and 
threatening of a witness for the purpose of escaping 
prosecution. In determining whether the connection is 
sufficient for the purpose of Rule 8(а) "the court should 
be guided by the extent of evidentiary overlap." United 
States v. Zouras, 497 F.2d 1115, 1122 (7th Cir. 1974). 
Proof of the Travel Act counts tended to show motive for 
the charged perjury and threat, and proof of the per- 
jury and threat tended to show defendant’s awareness of 
guilt of the Travel Act counts. Specifically, significant 
testimony in establishing defendant’s involvement in the 
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prostitution enterprise came from the witness who was 
threatened, and the perjury tended to persuade the 
grand jury that defendant’s relationship with Ms. Gas- 
barri was casual and thus to divert it from discovering 
the close relationship between them incidental to the 
operation of the enterprise. 


We think the criterion quoted from Rule 8(а) was 
fulfilled. 


2. Rule 14 
The defendant argues that even if Rule 8, Fed.R. 


Crim.P., permits joinder, the district court should, 


under Rule 14, Fed.R.Crim.P., have granted his re 
quest for relief from prejudicial joinder and ordered 
trial of Counts I, II, and ПІ separately from Counts ГУ 
and V. We may reverse a denial of Rule 14 relief only if 
the trial court has abused its discretion or committed 
plain error affecting substantive rights. United States v. 
Kopel, 552 F.2d 1265, 1272 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 434 
U.S. 970 (1977). Such a reversal would entail finding 
“that the facts and law presented to the trial judge at 
the time of the motion for severance demonstrated that a 
trial under joinder was likely to be unfair and that the 
trial was in fact unfair.” United States v. Kahn, 381 F.2d 


824, 841 (Tth Cir.), cert. denied, 389 U.S. 1015 (1967). See · 


also United States v. Pacente, 503 F.2d 548, 546 (7th 
Cir.), cert. denied, 419 U.S. 1048 (1974). 


The defendant alleges that credibility was the main 


issue in this trial and that the jury failed to fully eredi 


his denials of promoting an illegal prostitution enter 
prise because he was charged with perjury and obstruc- 
tion of justice and because the prosecution’s opening 
argument posited that the defendant’s involvement in 
the illegal enterprise furnished the motive for his per- 
jury and obstruction of justice. We are not persuaded 
that the joinder of charges which, if proved, might 
damage his credibility, deprived him of a fair trial, nor 
that the district court abused its discretion. | 
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E. Psychiatric Examination 


The defendant claims that the court committed rever- 
sible error by its denial of his request to compel a psy- 
chiatric examination ої Gasbarri: The district court has 
broad discretion in determining whether to compel a 
witness to undergo a psychiatric examination. United 
States v. Jackson, 576 F.2d 46, 48 (5th Cir. 1978); United 
States v. Russo, 442 F.2d 498, 503 (2d Cir. 1971), сеті. 
denied, 404 U.S. 1023 (1972). See United States v. 
LaBarbera, 463 F.2d 988, 990 (7th Cir. 1972); United 
States v. Riley, 657 F.2d 1377, 1887 (8th Cir. 1981). In 
exercising this discretion the court must consider the in- 
fringement on a witness’s privacy, the opportunity for 
harassment, and the possibility that an examination 
will hamper law enforcement by deterring witnesses 
from coming forward. United States v. Jackson, 576 
F.2d at 49; United States v. Butler, 481 F.2d 531, 534 
(D.C. Cir. 1978). 


We have examined defendant’s motion and very 
general supporting affidavit filed at the time of arraign- 
ment and cited in his brief. We have also examined the 
magistrate’s report on the motion. We note that on the 
crucial issues Gasbarri’s testimony was corroborated by 
other witnesses or by documents. We are not persuaded 
that there was any abuse of discretion. 


II 
TRIAL RULINGS 
A. Medical Records 
1. Privilege 


The defendant takes issue with the trial court’s rejec- 
tion of his counsel’s attempts to introduce into evidence 
as an exhibit the Hope Community Mental Health 
Center’s (Center) records regarding Cira Gasbarri. 


Pursuant to a subpoena, the Center provided the 
records to the grand jury but indicated that they were 
confidential and could not be turned over to any other 
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entity.’ The Center's assertion of a statutory privilege 
conflicted with the prosecution’s obligation to turn over 
exculpatory material. Therefore, the prosecution placed 
before the magistrate the question of the disposition 
of those records. In a July 24, 1980 letter to the magis- 
trate, the prosecutor asserted good cause to disclose 
the data recording Gasbarri’s treatment, diagnosis, 
and prognosis and the dates of her enrollment, atten- 
dance, and discharge. See 42 U.S.C. 8 4582(bX2)(C); 42 
C.F.R. $ 2.1-2.66. The prosecution suggested an order 
directing the turnover of such data to the court for 
review and possible disclosure to the defendant. On July 
31, the magistrate ordered the Center to disclose suc 
data to him. The Center reported the information to the 
magistrate on August 11. On September 4, the mag- 
istrate ordered the release of this limited information 
to defense counsel. 


This information disclosed that: (1) Gasbarri had been 
hospitalized at the Center from December 6, 1979 to 
December 21, 1979, a period subsequent to the 1978 
events about which she testified at trial; (2) at the time 
of her hospitalization, her diagnosis had been psychotic 
depression reaction transient situational disturbance; (3) 
during her hospitalization, her treatment consisted of in- 
dividual and group therapy and 200 mg. of Mellaril 
every hour for nine days; (4) her prognosis was good; (5) 
she received outpatient treatment on December 31, 1979 
and in 1980 on January 7, 14, and 29, February 8, 


March 31, April 14, June 20, and July 14; (6) Че 


her outpatient treatment, she received individual thera- 
py z 25 mg. of Mellaril to be taken twice a day as 
needed. 


1 The records contained a statement that “This information 
has been disclosed to you from records whose confidentiality 
is protected by саш Section 5328 Welfare and Institu- 
tions Code; and/or federal 

part 2) prohibit you from making any further disclosure of it 
without the specific written consent of the person to whom it 
pertains ог as otherwise permitted by such regulations. А 
general authorization for the release of medical or other 
information is NOT sufficient for this purpose." 


aw. Federal regulations (42 C.F.R. ' 


12 No. 81-1894 


The magistrate suggested getting Gasbarri's position 
on turning over the remainder of the records. After Gas- 
barri objected, the prosecutor, in а letter to the 
magistrate, proposed to return the records to the Center 
and suggested that defense counsel subpoena the records 
to resolve the question of privilege in advance of trial 
under Fed.R.Crim.P. 17.1. The prosecutor sent a copy of 
the letter to the defendant’s lawyers. The magistrate 
scheduled a hearing on the issue, but cancelled it when 
defense counsel advised him that they did not object to 
the proposal stated in the prosecutor’s letter (A. 22). 
posue counsel did not subpoena the records before 
trial. 


After Gasbarri testified, defense counsel subpoenaed 
the records. The judge received them on December 4 
and allowed defense counsel access to the records. On 
December 9, the prosecution submitted a memorandum 
concerning the records. On the next day, the judge 
stated that, by oversight, she had not opened the sealed 
materials and read all of the proceedings before the 
magistrate in connection with the medical records in 
question until the previous evening. She indicated that 
she had erred in permitting access to the records. The 
judge required the return of all copies of the records 
and stated that the regulations prohibited dissemination 
until a showing of justification for the release. After 
criticizing defense counsel for failing to deal with the 
privilege problem before trial, she said that she would 
have to hear testimony from an official of the Center 
before she could determine whether to release the 
records. The judge then allowed defense counsel an op- 
portunity to explain why they had failed to raise and 
resolve the privilege question before trial. (Tr. 12/10/80 
p. 445.) When defense counsel offered no satisfactory ex- 
planation, the court ruled that their failure precluded 
them from disputing in mid-trial the Center's assertion 
that the records were privileged. (Tr. 12/10/80 pp. 462- 
63, 483; 12/15/80 pp. 693-94.) 


In view of defense counsel's consent to the suggestion 
to resolve the claim of privilege before trial and their 
failure to do so, the court did not abuse its discretion 
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when it refused to allow defense counsel to interrupt the 
trial to challenge whether the records were privileged. 
See United, States v. Jackson, 621 F.2d 216, 220 (5th Cir. 
1980); United States v. Scanland, 495 F.2d 1104, 1106 
(5th Cir. 1974). 


We do not have the records before us. From the 
remarks of the attorneys at the trial we have deter- 
mined that in addition to the information disclosed pur- 
suant to the magistrate's order, the records contained: 
an admitting diagnosis of chronie paranoid schiz- 
ophrenie (Tr. 12/10/80 p. 453); reference to a prior 
hospitalization at Camarillo State Hospital in California 
(Tr. 12/11/80 p. 620); summaries of Gasbarri's conver- жә. 
sations ineluding some statements attributed to her 
about her desire to expose a Wisconsin attorney (Tr. 
12/8/80 p. 5). The prosecution conceded the authenticity 
of these records but opposed their admission not only on 
the grounds of privilege but also on the grounds of hear- 
say and insufficient foundation to determine the qualifi- 
cations of the persons who had reached the recorded 
conclusions. 


After several unsuccessful efforts to have the court 
reconsider its ruling, defense counsel called two 
witnesses from the Center. George Paz, a staff psy- 
chiatrist and Gasbarri’s treating physician at the 
Center, asserted a statutory privilege under 21 U.S.C. § 
1175. The court ordered him to answer those questions 
necessary to determine whether the privilege applied 
to his testimony and that of Constance Williams, the 
clinical director and psychiatric socialworker, who, 
treated Gasbarri and wrote most of the records іт 
question. Paz then testified that Gasbarri had not 
participated in a drug or alcohol abuse program 
at the Center. The court noted that Ше statutory 
privilege in question applied only to such programs. 
Williams and Paz then testified about Gasbarri’s in- 
voluntary commitment to the Camarillo State Hospital 
in 1979, some months prior to her admission to the 
Center. Paz reported that Gasbarri's family had become 
concerned after her discharge from Camarillo that they 
might not be able to саге for her, that they needed to 
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have someone with her all the time, and that she was 
creating inter-personal conflicts with family members. 
Gasbarri’s family brought her to Olive View County 
Hospital which advised hospitalization on a voluntary 
basis and referred Gasbarri to the Center. 


Williams and Paz testified that during Gasbarri's stay 
at the Center her diagnosis was psychotic depressive 
reaction, and her treatment included doses of Mellaril. 
Williams said Gasbarri had made statements that she 
had lost some of her property and had been exploited by 
an attorney in Wisconsin with whom she had been 
friends. According to Paz, Gasbarri had difficulty 
responding directly to questions during her stay at the 
Center (Tr. 12/15/80 p. 746) and would frequently re- 
spond by starting four to ten years prior to the question. 
In Paz' opinion, based upon his observations of Gasbarri 
as an outpatient, her psychotic depressive reaction had 
resolved shortly after Gasbarris discharge from the 
Center, but a situational disturbance continued to 
produce milder forms of anxiety which Paz called 
"situation adjustment reactions or transient situational 
disturbances with adjustment reaction." 


The соцгі sustained an objection to the relevance of 
the admitting diagnosis (Tr. 12/15/80 p. 736), a ruling 
the defendant does not appeal. Defense counsel never 
asked Paz or Williams any questions about the medical 
pd Nor did the defense again offer any part of the 
records. 


The court's ruling that the statutory privilege did not 
bar the testimony of Paz and Williams undermined the 
Center's claim of privilege, but, by itself, it did not 
transform the court's previous decision into an abuse of 
discretion. 


2. Effective Representation 


Defense counsel’s failure to qualify the medical 
records for admission as an exhibit does not rebut the 
presumption that counsel afforded the defendant ade- 
quate assistance. United States v. Fleming, 594 F.2d 598, 
607 (Tth Cir), cert. denied, 442 U.S. 981 (1979). We 
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measure adequacy by the totality of each case’s cir- 
cumstances. United States v. Starnes, 644 F.2d 673, 681 
(7th Cir. 1981); United. States v. Phillips, 640 Е.24 87, 92 
(7th Cir.), cert. denied, 101 S.Ct. 2331 (1981), not by ап 
isolated failure. Furthermore, the defendant has shown 
no prejudice from his counsel's failure. See United States 
v. Wew, 657 F.2d 1005, 1008 (8th Cir. 1981); United 
States v. Соирег, 603 F.2d 1347, 1350 (9th Cir. 1979). 


The defendant made an extensive attack on Gasbarri's 
credibility and her ability accurately to perceive, recall, 
and relate events. This attack included evidence of ex- 
cessive drinking; public lesbian acts; attempts by her 
shoot the defendant and to drive her car into his; h 
confinement at a mental health center; her destruction 
of electrical outlets, television sets, and other furniture in 
the belief that the Mafia was after her and that the FBI 
was in the television, light bulbs, thermostat, telephone 
wires, and telephone poles; her statements that she had 
attended her own funeral three or four times, that she 
was being followed, that her home was being filled with 
poison gas, and that the defendant had burned the 
Showbar and had hired someone to kill her (the alleged 
hired killer categorically denied Gasbarri's statement); 
the diagnosis of her attending physician that in late 
1979 she was undergoing a psychotic depressive reaction 
which may have involved delusions; and her physician’s 
testimony that he had prescribed Mellaril for' her. 


In view of the testimony of George Paz and Constance 
Williams and the other evidence which attacked Gas, 
barri’s credibility, the records may have added little ө 
nothing to the extensive onslaught. 


B. Gasbarri Subpoena 


The prosecution called Cira Gasbarri, at that time a 
California resident, as its first witness. She testified and 
defense counsel cross-examined her on November 24 and 
25. Defense counsel subpoenaed Gasbarri to reappear on 
December 12 as a defense witness. The prosecutor moved 
to quash the subpoena. The court granted the motion. 
The defendant advances several rationales for finding 
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that the trial court erred when it quashed his subpoena 
to recall Gasbarri. | 


1. Prosecution Standing 


The defendant urges that the prosecution had no stand- 
ing or authority to move to quash the subpoena. We 
disagree. A party has standing to move to quash a 
subpoena addressed to another if the subpoena in- 
fringes upon the movant’s legitimate interests. In те 
Grand Jury, 619 F.2d 1022, 1027 (8rd Cir. 1980). The 
prosecution’s standing rested upon its interest in pre- 
venting undue lengthening of the trial, undue harrass- 
ment of its witness, and prejudicial over-emphasis on 
Gasbarri’s credibility. 


2. Confrontation 


The defendant argues that quashing the subpoena 
violated the defendant’s constitutional right to confront 
Gasbarri. The Sixth Amendment right to confront 
witnesses through cross-examination “is not without 
some reasonable limitation within the sound discretion 
of the trial judge.” United States v. Hansen, 583 F.2d 
325, 882 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 489 U.S. 912 (1978). 
When, as here, the defendant has already subjected the 
witness to an intense and complete cross-examination, a 
trial judge’s refusal to recall the witness for further 
eross-examination does not violate the defendant's right 
to confront the witnesses against him. United States ex 
vel. King v. Schubin, 522 К.24 527, 529 (2d Cir.), cert. 
denied, 423 U.S. 990 (1975); United States v. Somers, 496 
F.2d 723, 734 (8rd Cir), cert. denied, 419 U.S. 832 
(1974). See Alford v. Umated States, 282 U.S. 681, 694 
(1981); Faust v. United States, 163 U.S. 452, 455 (1896). 


3. Right іо Call Witnesses 


Тһе defendant asserts that quashing the subpoena 
deprived him of the right to call Gasbarri as a witness 
in his favor. Unless Gasbarri would have produced rele- 
vant and material testimony which favored the defen- 
dant, the quashing of the subpoena could not have 
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violated the defendant's right to call witnesses in his 
Cn E) n States v. DeStefano, 476 F.2d 324, 330 (7th 
ir. ; 


The judge used great effort to find out whether Gas- 
barri’s reappearance would lead to the introduction of 
substantive evidence. She invited defense counsel to sub- 
mit a written ex parte statement of the substantive 
evidence they would seek to elicit if she allowed them to 
recall Gasbarri. They never responded to that invitation. 
We accept the court’s conclusion based on defendant's 
earlier oral offer of proof that the defense sought to 
recall Gasbarri solely to impeach her further. The right 
to produce witnesses does not extend to such a recall. 


4. Policy Arguments 


Тһе defendant argues that he should have been allow- 
ed to subpoena Gasbarri because (1) requiring a defen- 
dant to explore every possible area of cross-examination . 
during the prosecution's ease might result in defeating a 
motion for a judgment ог a directed verdict of acquittal 
and (2) during cross-examination of the prosecution’s in- 
itial witnesses, defense counsel may be unaware of 
things which become known later in the trial. These 
arguments have some abstract merit, but the defendant 
fails to show that they apply to his case. Furthermore, 
Fed.R.Evid. 611 lists the policy considerations which 
shall guide a trial court’s reasonable control over the 
mode and order of interrogation witnesses; (1) effec- 
tiveness for the ascertainment of truth; (2) avoiding 
needless consumption of time; and (3) protecting 
witnesses from harassment or undue embarrassment. 
On the record before us we cannot say that the trial 
court departed from the standards of Rule 611. 


C. The Defendant’s Direct Examination 


- The following exchanges occurred during the defen- 
dant’s direct testimony: 


By Mr. Dan LINEHAN [Counsel for the defen- | 
дап]: Ө. Do you remember testifying before the 
Grand Jury in this case? 
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А. Уез, І до. 

Q. Do you remember being asked whether ог not 
you flew to Reno, Nevada, with Cira Gasbarri in 
September of 1978? 

А. Yes, I do. 

Q. Do you remember being asked if you flew 
pack to Minneapolis with Cira Gasbarri in October 
of "78? 

А. Yes, І do. 

Q. What did you answer to those questions? 

. My answer, on the way to Reno I didn't 
believe that I flew on the same plane with her. I 
believe that she flew directly to California. 

Q. You said you didn't fly there with her, didn't 
you? 

А. That was my honest belief. I didn't think that 
she was on the plane with me. I couldn't remember 
her being there. 

Q. And this was— 

MR. TUERKHEIMER (United States Attorney]: Your 
Honor, I move to strike that portion of the answer 
which was "That was my honest belief." 

MR. DAN LINEHAN: I object to that motion. 

MR. TUERKHEIMER: I think that's what the jury 
can decide, not for the witness. | 

THE COURT: The motion is granted and the jury 
should disregard the witness's statement about that. 
That is а decision for the jury to make. 


By Mr. DAN LINEHAN: Ө. Alec, when you 
testified before the Grand Jury did you believe that 
you had flown to Reno in 1978 in September with 
Cira Gasbarri? 

A. I believed I went alone. 


(Tr. 12/11/80 pp. 16-18) 


Raineri’s testimony that he believed his statement to 
the grand jury when he made it was allowed to stand. 
We reject the defendant's argument that by striking the 
redundant characterization of his belief as "honest" the 
eourt unduly prejudiced the presentation of his defense. 
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D. Post-Summation Comment 


Defense counsel’s summation included an extensive 
argument on the credibility of numerous prosecution 
witnesses. Yvonne Spears was the subject of an especial- 
ly emphatic commentary, parts of which follow: 


“July and August, Gross and Spears. And Gross 
again testified, no prostitution. Spears testified that 
there was prostitution. She told the FBI when they 
took the stand it was out of context that she was the 
only girl involved in prostitution. But she had a key 
to the upstairs. She was doing it on her own. Today 
she says there was more. There’s been no immuni 
granted to Miss Spears. I venture to say that sh 
was the only witness who came without a subpoena. 
She testified to that fact. Why? Use your common . 
sense. The letters are in evidence. Read them. Read 
them when you get to the jury room. Immunity or a 
letter ої intent of immunity from Iron County from 
the District Attorney. Correspondence between Mr. 
Tuerkheimer [the United States Attorney] and the 
people in Milwaukee where she was in on five 
counts of sale of heroin. 


“She talked to Mr. Burg [an FBI Special Agent]. 
$25,000 cash bond. Couldn’t make that. Apparently 
she wasn’t making that much money either selling 
heroin or as a prostitute in Milwaukee.’ But she 
knows how to get what she wants. She’s for sale and 
that lady knows it. She talks to Mr. Burg. Her bon 

is dropped to signature bond. Four counts a 
dropped and she pled to one count of sale of heroin: 
She’s on the streets. 


“Hasn’t been sentenced yet; keep that open until 
after she testifies here. I think her testimony is 
sickening. I think it’s incredible, totally incredible. 
If I had the power of the Government to move 
people[’s] lives in that manner and to work in con- 
junction with other law enforcement, even to give a 
recommendation that could help, I think I could 
probably bring 20 or 30 heroin dealers and 
prostitutes from Milwaukee before you and say that 
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they had face? with Mr. Tuerkheimer ог that 
Milwaukee doesn't even exist. 


'« 


“Spears comes back in, tries to take over some con- 
trol because she hàd seen that prostitution was run 
wide open. Апа Spears is going to take advantage 
of anybody she can. And don’t let anybody tell you 
any different. Interesting stipulation with Spears. 
You find it; #5 in the evidence. The banker who 
notarized the fact that she wasn't in prostitution, 
who wasn't her best trick. There is a stipulation 
signed between me and Mr. Tuerkheimer represent- 
ing the United States Government that if that 
banker were to testify that he would testify that he 
was never at the Show Bar, that he was never a 
date of Yvonne Spears and anything to the contrary 
is untruthful in his opinion. 


*Do you think for one minute the Government is go- 
ing to give me that in this case if it weren't true? 
They know it. They're covering for their witnesses 
now. They come on strong and now they're cover- 
ing." 
(Tr. 12/16/80 pp. 950-955) 
After defense counsel concluded the judge said: 


"Thank you, Mr. Linehan [defense counsel] I 
believe it is necessary to advise the jury, however, 
that they should disregard any implication by Mr. 
Linehan in his elosing argument implying that the 
Government arranged or procured untruthful 
testimony by Yvonne Spears. Whether or not 
Yvonne Spears is credible or not is entirely up to 
you to determine and nothing that I say is intended 
to affect your determination of that. But it is not 
proper for a lawyer to imply that another side has 
procured untruthful testimony.” 


8 The prosecution suggests that the word “face” is an error 
in the transcript and that defense counsel actually used the 
word “sex.” у 
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Thereafter defense counsel moved for a mistrial on the 
grounds that the judge's remark was not a fair comment 
on his argument. Alternatively, defense counsel re- 
quested the court to retract its comment or to instruct 
the ч to disregard it. The court denied all these re- 
quests. 


Тһе court’s comment did not encourage the jury to 
disregard defense counsel’s argument that Spears 
testified falsely. The full context demonstrates that the 
court told the jury to disregard only the possible im- 
plication that the prosecution knowingly procured un- 
truthful testimony. The words used by defense counsel 
could be interpreted as a suggestion that the prosecutio; 
purchased. untruthful testimony. The judge personall 
observed the argument. In the circumstances, we find по 
reversible error in the comment. 


ПІ 
SUFFICIENCY OF THE EVIDENCE 
A. Travel Act Violations 


The defendant contests the sufficiency of the evidence 
which supports his convictions for the violations of the 
Travel Act, 18 U.S.C. § 1952, charged in the first three 
counts of the indictment. The Travel Act provides: 


“(a) Whoever travels in interstate ... commerce or 
uses any facility in interstate . . . commerce, in- 
cluding the mail, with intent to... 


-"(3) otherwise promote, manage, establish, сот) 
on, or facilitate the promotion, management, ев" 
tablishment, or carrying on, of any unlawful activi- 
ty, 


“and thereafter performs or attempts to perform 
any of the acts specified in subparagraphs (1), (2), 
and (8), shall be fined not more than $10,000 or im- 
prisoned for not more than five years, or both. 


"(b) As used in this section ‘unlawful activity 
means (1) any business enterprise involving ... 
prostitution offenses in violation of the laws of the 
State in which they are committed. . . .” 


М 


м 
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То convict the defendant for violating this statute in 
the manner charged in the indictment the prosecution 
had to prove that the defendant (1) with intent to 
promote a business enterprise involving illegal prostitu- 
tion, (2) eaused? someone to travel in interstate com- 
merce or use an interstate facility, and (3) the defendant 
thereafter promoted ог attempted to promote the 
business enterprise. United States v. Stevens, 612 F.2d 
1226, 1231 (10th Cir. 1979), cert. denied, 441 U.S. 921 
(1980); United States v. McPartlin, 595 F.2d 1321, 1361 
(7th Cir.), cert. denied, 444 U.S. 833 (1979); United States 
v. Craig, 573 F.2d 455, 489 (7th Cir. 1977), cert. denied, 
439 U.S. 820 (1978). See United States v. Hedge, 462 F.2d 
220, 223 (5th Cir. 1972). 


The defendant virtually concedes the sufficiency of the 
evidence which demonstrated his intent to promote 
prostitution at the Showbar and his promotion of 
prostitution there. To whatever extent he challenges the 
sufficiency of that evidence his challenge is meritless. 
The defendant raises three points which warrant discus- 
sion: that the use of the facilities in interstate commerce 
(1) was unconnected to him; (2) was unconnected to the 
prostitution enterprise; and (8) constituted, at most, a 
happenstance. The defendant’s first two arguments seem 
to question whether, when viewed in the light most 
favorable to the prosecution, Glasser v. United States, 
315 U.S. 60, 80 (1942), the evidence would enable a 
reasonable juror to conclude beyond a reasonable doubt 
that the defendant’s intentional promotion of a prostitu- 
tion enterprise caused the three proven uses of facilities 
in interstate commerce. The defendant’s third argument 


9 Although 18 U.S.C. $ 1952 only expressly applies to one 
who travels in or uses any facility in interstate or foreign 
commerée, 18 U.S.C. $ 2(b) allows indictment and conviction 
for causing such travel or use. United States v, Peskin, 527 
F.2d 71, 76 (7th Cir. 1975), cert. denied, 429 U.S. 818 (1976). 
Under the Travel Act, each act of interstate travel and each 


interstate use may constitute а separate offense. United States ` 


v. Alsobrook, 620 F.2d 139, 142 (6th Cir.), cert. denied, 449 
U.S. 843 (1980); United States v. Polizzi, 500 F.2d 856, 898 
(9th Cir. 1974), cert. denied, 419 U.S. 1120 (1975). 
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questions whether Congress extended federal criminal 
jurisdiction to the defendant's activities. 


1. Showbar Prostitution 


During the period when the defendant promoted 
prostitution at the Showbar, dancers employed by the 
bar would go to booths in the bar and masturbate those 
customers who spent thirty-five or fifty dollars for a 
three dollar bottle of champagne. During the same 
period, the dancer/prostitutes would make arrange- 
ments in the bar for the sale of their sexual favors 
to customers of the bar. Prostitutes would eithe 
put а share of their receipts into а box in the ladies 
dressing room or give it to the bartender. Above the bar 
there were about twenty rooms with beds used for 
prostitution. The rooms were supplied with sheets, 
pilloweases, and electricity. This evidence demonstrated 
that illegal prostitution permeated the Showbar. 


2. The Defendant’s Involvement 


In 1976, at the defendant's request Cira Gasbarri 
returned from California to reopen the Showbar, which 
her husband had operated as a prostitution enterprise 
before his death in November, 1975. From late 1976 un- 
til early 1979, the defendant managed the Showbar in 
conjunction with Gasbarri. He gave her fifty dollars for 
every night she worked at the Showbar. At his urging 
Gasbarri permitted prostitution in the Showbar. Afte 
she had once removed prostitution related booths ко 
the bar, the defendant told her to put them back and let 
the girls mingle with the customers or the Showbar 
would not survive. Throughout this period, the defen- 


ю Effective June 1, 1978, Wisconsin defined the offense of 
prostitution to include intentionally masturbating a person 
for any thing of value. Wis. Stat. $ 944.30(4); City of Madison 
v. Schultz, 98 Wis.2d 188, 197 (Ct. App. 1980). Although some 
of the testimony on this point concerned a period before the 
change in the statute, there was similar testimony covering a 
period thereafter. 


EJ 
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dant and Gasbarri collected, and the defendant usually 
retained, the proceeds from this prostitution. Не 
prepared Showbar checks for Gasbarri’s signature, 
recorded information on check stubs and deposit slips, 
helped her with payroll problems, participated in hiring 
and firing employees, recruited a bartender, chose Jim 
Vitich to run thé enterprise during his trip to Reno with 
Gasbarri, worked with her whenever problems arose, 
dealt with the bar's accountant regularly, and counted 
the bar and prostitution proceeds. At his request, 
various dummy officers signed liquor license forms. In 
June, 1978, when Patricia Colossaco told him about the 
prostitution, the defendant replied that she had nothing 
to worry about. When Wisconsin Alcohol and Tobacco 
Enforcement Division agents made a routine inspection 
of the Showbar, in March, 1979, he spoke to them over 
the phone, represented himself as the janitor, yelled at 
them, harrassed them, and told them they would not get 
very far with any prosecution in the county. The defen- 
dant had served as Circuit Judge for Iron County," 
Wisconsin, since January 1, 1978. The defendant's 
statements to the state agents permitted the jury to infer 
that he would have used his official position to protect 
his prostitution enterprise. 


This evidence sufficed to allow a reasonable juror to 
find that the defendant caused prostitution to permeate 
the Showbar and rendered the Showbar an instrumen- 
tality of a prostitution enterprise. Therefore the jury 
could reasonably conclude that the defendant caused? 


и Tron County includes Hurley. 

12 Convictions under 18 U.S.C. 8 1952 do not require that the 
defendant knowingly cause or reasonably foresee interstate 
travel or use of an interstate facility. United States v. МеРаті- 
lin, 595 F.2d 1321, 1361 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 444 U.S. 833 
(1979); United States v. Craig, 573 F.2d 455, 489, (7th Cir. 
1977), cert. denied, 489 U.S. 820 (1978); United States v. Pes- 
kin, 527 F.2d at 78. 

Because the Travel Act counts did not require proof that 
the defendant knew of the use of an interstate facility, the 
trial court correctly rejected his request to instruct the jury 
that knowledge of such use was required. 

(Footnote continued on following page) 
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whatever use the Showbar made of facilities іп in- 
terstate commerce to further prostitution. United States 
v. Inciso, 292 F.2d 374, 378 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 368 
U.S. 920 (1961); United States v. Levine, 457 F.2d 1186, 
1188 (10th Cir. 1972). 


3. The Interstate Elements 


The benefit sought or gained from the interstate 
travel or use need not be essential to the illegal activity. 
United States v. McLeod, 493 F.2d 1186, 1189 (7th Cir. 


1974); United States v. Miller, 879. F.2d 488, 486 Те 


Cir.), cert, denied, 389 U.S. 930 (1967). It need only ho 
the promise of facilitating that activity. United. States v. 
Craig, 573 F.2d at 467, 489 (unsuccessful effort to obtain 
help in collecting money to pay bribes); United States v. 
Hedge, 462 Е.24 220 (5th Cir. 1972) (shipment never 
picked up). 


With respect to Count I, the prosecution proved the 
use of a facility in interstate commerce by showing that 
a payroll check drawn August 12, 1978 on the Showbar's 
Michigan bank aecount!? was given, in Hurley, Wiscon- 
sin, to Yvonne Spears, a dancer and prostitute at the 
Showbar, as compensation for her nude dancing, and 
crossed the state line in the process of collection. Gas- 


12 continued 


The Sixth Circuit rejects the majority position and hol 
that а defendant must have actual knowledge of the inte 
state activity. United States v. Alsobrook, 620 F.2d 139. We 
continue to adhere to the majority position because we believe 
that an implied scienter requirement would severely under- 
mine the Travel Act's purpose: to assist local authorities in 
combating criminal activities that extend beyond the borders 
of one state. United States v. Peskin, 527 F.2d at 78. We note 
that the reach of the Travel Act extends beyond organized 
criminal activity occurring in one state but managed from 
another. Erlenbaugh v. United States, 409 U.S. 239, 247 n.21 
(1979) United States v. Archer, 486 F.2d 670, 678-80 (2d Cir. 


13 The Showbar maintained the account in question under 
the name Ritz Bar, Inc. 
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barri signed the check. А reasonable juror could have 
found that the payment to a prostitute for nude dancing 
facilitated prostitution at the Showbar. 


Count II was based upon a September 12, 19778, check 
drawn on the Showbar's Michigan bank account and 


-> &used in Wisconsin to pay the Lake Superior Power Com- 


pany, а Wisconsin business, for power at the Showbar. 
The defendant prepared this check for Gasbarri’s 
signature. The check crossed state lines as part of the 
regular clearance process. Among other things, electrici- 
ty was used to light the barroom and the upstairs rooms, 
to chill the champagne, and to provide musical accom- 
paniment for the dancer/prostitutes. Thus a reasonable 
juror could have found that the payment facilitated 
prostitution. 


The delivery of sheets and pillowcases from Hibbing, 
Minnesota, to the Showbar on October 2, 1978, formed 
the basis for Count III. Two prostitutes testified that 
they found sheets and pillowcases on the beds where 
they worked upstairs. Thus the jury also could have con- 
cluded that the interstate delivery of the linen facilitated 
prostitution. 


In a Travel Act prosecution the interstate travel or 
use must relate significantly, rather than incidentally or 
minimally, to the illegal activity. United States v. Craig, 
573 F.2d at 489. Proof that the defendant, without detri- 
ment to the illegal enterprise, could have replaced the 
interstate travel or use with an intrastate activity does 
not suffice by itself to prove the insignificance of the in- 
terstate element. We test the sufficiency of the jurisdic- 
tional basis (the interstate element), not by black-letter 
rules but by “the nature and degree of interstate activity 
in furtherance of the state crime.” United States v. 
Rauhoff, 525 F.2d 1170, 1174 (7th Cir. 1975) quoting 
United States v. Isaacs, 493 F.2d 1124, 1148 (7th Cir.), 
cert. denied, 417 U.S. 976 (1974). 


The jury could readily find that the maintenance and 
regular use of a bank account and the use of a linen 
supply house were significant in facilitating the illegal 
enterprise. Whatever the reason for the choice of bank 
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or linen supply house, transactions with the ones chosen 
involved travel or use of a facility in interstate com- 
merce. It was unnecessary to identify some particular 
advantage derived out of the location of the bank ac- 
count in Michigan or the linen supply house in 
Minnesota. 


The case before us is not one where violation of the 
Travel Act was predicated upon fortuitous or isolated 
and insignificant interstate involvement, merely because 
a victim cashed a check before paying an extortioner, 
compare, United States v. Altobella, 442 F.2d 310, 315 
(7th Cir 1971), or because of the fortuitous organizatio 


. of the Federal Reserve System, compare, United State 


v. Isaacs, 498 F.2d 1148, or because of the geographical 
origin of customers, compare, Rewis v. United States, 
401 U.S. 808 (1971). In the case before us “the nature 
and degree of interstate activity in furtherance of the 
state crime” provides a sufficient basis for the exercise 


| of federal jurisdiction. United States v. Rauhoff, 525 


F.2d at 1174. 


B. False Declarations 


The defendant contends that his false statements 
before the grand jury were not material to its investiga- 
tion. The materiality of a false statement is an essential 
element of the crime and is a question of law for the 
court to decide. United States v. Picketts, 655 F.2d 887, 
840 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 50 U.S.L.W. 3402 (Nov. 16 
1981). See Sinclair v. United States, 279 U.S. 263, 29 
(1929). We have defined materiality as a statement's 
"effect or tendency to impede, influence or dissuade the 
grand jury from pursuing its investigation." Picketts, 
655 F.2d at 839; United States v. Parker, 244 F.2d 948, 
950-951 (7th Cir.), cert. denied, 355 U.S. 836 (1957). See 
United States v. Whimpy, 531 F.2d 768, 770 (5th Cir. 
1976) (anything that could influence or mislead); United 
States v. Percell, 526 F.2d 189, 190 (9th Cir. 1975) (rele- 
vant to any subsidiary issue under consideration); United 
States v. Koonce, 485 F.2d 374, 380 (8th Cir. 1973) 
(tending to influence, mislead, or hamper). Potential in- 
terference with a line of inquiry suffices to establish 
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materiality, regardless of whether the perjured tes- 
timony actually serves to impede the investigation. 
ion States v. Howard, 560 F.2d 281, 284 (7th Cir. 
1977). 


In March, 1980, before the grand jury, the defendant 
stated: that he and his wife were like brother and sister 
to Gasbarri and her husband; that after the death of 
Gasbarri’s husband, the defendant’s relationship with 
Gasbarri remained the same, that the defendant and 
Gasbarri did not have an affair and did not travel 
together alone except for one time when he took her to 
the hospital in Duluth, and once or twice when he took 
her to Milwaukee to shop when he was driving there to 
sit in criminal court. When asked before the grand jury 
about a trip he took in September and October, 1978, to 
a judicial seminar in Reno, Nevada, the defendant said 
that he did not travel to and from Reno with Gasbarri; 
that she came there with her brother and sister; that 
either they looked him up or he ran into her sister by ac- 
cident; and that he probably spent one day with Gas- 
barri in Reno. In fact, the defendant traveled to and 
from Reno with Gasbarri and they stayed together for 
the three weeks except for three or four days. He paid 
for her travel expenses. 


The relationship between the defendant, a Circuit 
Judge and former District Attorney, and Gasbarri, the 
person ostensibly in charge of the Showbar, was impor- 
tant to the grand jury’s investigation into the defen- 
dant’s involvement in the prostitution enterprise. The 
defendant’s false statements had the tendency to impede 
the grand jury from discovering the nature and the 
depth of that relationship. Therefore they were material. 


C. Obstructing Justice 


The defendant asserts that the record contains insuf- 
ficient evidence to show that he knew that Patricia 
Colossaco, the person he arranged to have threatened, 
would be a witness before the grand jury. The defendant 
knew about the pending grand jury investigation. He 
had testified before the grand jury, at which time the 
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United States Attorney had told him that he was a 
target of the investigation, and had asked him whether 
Colossaco had ever told him there was prostitution at 
the Showbar. The defendant answered the question 
negatively. From these facts the jury could reasonably 
infer that, on the very next day, when the defendant 
endeavored to silence Colossaco, he knew that Colossaco 
was going to be a witness before the grand jury. Odom 
v. United States, 116 F.2d 996, 999 (5th Cir.) rev'd on 
other grounds, 313 U.S. 544 (1941). 


In light of our conclusions that the trial judge did not 
err in her various rulings and that the evidence suppor 
the convictions, the judgment is AFFIRMED. 
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EXAMINATION REQUESTED BY: Los Angeles 

SPECIMENS: 0480 and 0481, envelope 
and letter 


reef BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Washington, D. C. 20537 


June 17, 1982 


b6 
ь7с 


The specimens are further described іп a separate 


Laboratory report. 


No latent prints of value were developed on the 


enclosed specimens. 


Enc. (2) 
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FBI/OOJ 


FD-302 (REV. 3-8-77) t б 


А 
| 
i FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
] 


l* 6/11/82 


Date of transcription. 


advised аз follows: 


Mrs. was shown a copy of a one-page handwritten 
letter and envelope to , signed ==]. She 


\ acknowledged authorship of the letter and mailing it to 


à at the post office at Ironwood, Michigan. She was unsure that 
the letter would actually м for this reason she 
noted "please forward" on the envelope. She obtained the address 


to which the letter was шаі1ей from oid papers listing an address 
for one о мех Raineri, was 
unaware that she wrote or mailed the letter. It was done hastily 


one evening when she was home alone and feeling upset. 


She did not construe the letter to be a threat, though 
she knows[ ^  ]weii enough to know her habits, such as always 
making "the sign of the cross", and knew that the letter would 


cause to get excited or upset. She stated that she 
felt that all A statements against[ ] (Alex) 


were lies, but she had no specific information to contradict these. 


йо Mrs. stated that she might send additional 

." ', Similar letters to she was cautioned against doing so 
ү and it was suggested that before she again send such a letter, 

1 she contact her attorney. She was advised that it would be 
necessary to discuss with the U.S. Attorney the fact that she 
sent even one such letter. Mrs.[ ]stated that she probably 
would reconsider sending any additional letters ог 


1 Hurley, Wisconsin | „MI 194B-35 — $ РИ 


File 


6/7/82 


Date dictated 


мтепі contains neither re mendations nor conclusions of the FBI. Ц is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 


ontents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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Post Office Box 2058 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53201 


June 23, 1982 


Honorable John R. Byrnes 
United States Attorney 
Western District of Wisconsin 
Madison, Wisconsin 


Personal Attention 


Victim 
xtortion; Obstruction of 
Justice 
Dear Mr. Byrnes: b6 
b7C 
This is to confirm a conversation between you and 
Special Agent of this office on June 10, 1982, 
wherein Specia gen advised you of the follouing facts: 
| 
| ; А letter postmarked May 11, 1982, at Iron Mountain 
| Michigan, was received at California, by b6 
ieee who had been a і tri ої b7C 
Raineri. The letter wa g 
Alex, who is now in Federal prison, admitted writing the 
etter, denied any implicit threats and stated it was done 
without Alex's knowledge and will not be repeated. 
You reviewed the content of the letter and declined 
prosecution of in this matter in view of lack of b6 
explicit threat, the nature of „ы ВИ. and the b7C 
lack of venue in the Western District of Wisconsin. | 
b6 
b7C 


Very truly yours, 


Н. ERNEST WOODBY 
Special Agent in Ch 


2 - Addressee ROUTE TO 
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FD-302 (REV. 3-8-77) 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of transcription. - May 19, 1982 


| | b6 

1 і urnishe e following item to b7C 

who identified himself as a Special Agent o 
e Federal Bureau of Investigation: 


1) One envilope containing a handwritten 
letter beginning ' | God is..." 


[advised that she received the letter and b6 
lled the ЕБІ in Wisconsin, She advised that b7C 


e feels 8 
however, she could not огоуіде 


y 
evidance in that regard, 


was given the home telephone number of b6 
the interviewing Agent апа told to immediately contact him b7C 
in the event of any additional letters аге received by her. 


| 5/19/88 | |  , Тоз Angeles, California — 194-165 
/ 27/-35-3 2” b6 
b7 


C 5/19/82 
by Date dictated... 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and Its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


Investigation on 
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TRANSMIT VIA: PRECEDENCE: CLASSIFICATION: 
ГІ Teletype С | Immediate Г | TOP SECRET 
СУ Facsimile С Priority Г] SECRET 
Airtel С) Routine ГІ CONFIDENTIAL 
[]UNCLAS EF TO 
СУ UNCLAS 
6/28/82 
TO: SAC, MILWAUKEE (19lB 9 
mak До, LOS ANGELES (190-165) (00-2) RUC uis 


UNSUB, ак AL; 
- VICTIM; 


00: Milwaukee 


Enclosed for Milwaukee are the following items: 
1) Original and one copy of the FD-302 interview of Victim; 
2) Latent fingerprint report with attached specimens; and 
3) ЕБІ Lab. report # 20524040 D UY. 


| b6 
Б.)- Milwaukee (Encl. uf | b7C 


Approved: 


2 - Los Angeles 
(Ц) 
ср 


(ei pron 
ТАРИ] 


Transmitted 
(Number) (Time) 


FBI/DOJ 


| 
| 
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X Airtel 


6/23/82 


TO: SAC, LOS ANGELES (1948-165) 


РВОМ: SAC, MILWAUKELn (1948-35( АС) -~ 


| i" b6 
f А 4 b7C 
" | ] 


EXTORTION; СОО Ly 
OO: MILWAUKSE E 


ALEX J. RAINERI, 

CIRCUIT JUDGE, 

HURLEY, WISCONSIN 

HOBBS АСТ - OC; ITAR - PROSTITUTION; 
PERJURY; 009 

OO: MILWAUKEE 


Title changed to identify writer of letter to 


С < 
b7C 
p—————Àáàu sche node 
currently serving sentence in Е 


СІ, Lexington, Kentucky, admitted 
authoring and mailing letter SS | 


USA, WDW, Madison, Wisconsin, declined prosecution in 
view of lack of explicit threat, nature of Mrs. Raineri's 
situation, and lack ої venue іп ГОМ. 


~ hos Angeles (1248-1605) 
- potroit 
Milwaukee (1948-35) 


b6 
b7C 


(i... TO_ 


REPR AcM 


MARL IIL Uu AND 
INTIAL 
DATE b6 
b7C 
НСТ 
SEALE RIL 


— 


^и 


МІ 1943-35 


Los Angeles and Detroit, with possible venue, may wish 
to discuss with appropriate USA's. 


Чо £urther investigation is being conducted by 
Milwaukee. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 


Memorandum 
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Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Pla 
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Fe | РА қ (Indicate page, name ої 
En Q & J | newspaper, city and state.) A-1 
t. |. |IRONWOOD DAILY GLOBE 
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і ры. 8/2/83 
=; МЕТКО 


Edition: 


тше: ALEX RAINERT (JUDGE) 


HOBBS ACT 


c E PUBLIC CORRUPTIO« 


Classification: 
Submitting оте n О EE 


AUG5 1983 
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69 обеМайіол Büreau 


MÁDISÓN, ‘Wis, = Former Tròn 
, County judge Мех Ваійегі, ‘Hurley, 


was given until’ ‘Oct.12: today to рауа 
$15,000- fine stemming ‘from. his 
Бесейһег, 1980 conviction: on five 
, Prostitution related federal:charges. 


“US. DistrictCourt Judge: Barbara · 


Crabb ‘dehied ‘Raineri’s.requestfor.a 
60-day: extensidn, Rairiéri told Crabb 


he intended 'to-borrow money using . 
20е insurance policies. as collateral .- 


to pay the fine, He-said he had пої 
"pala the fine because: he misuti- 


. derstood the court order irstructing. 


payment. 

In addition ig^ Being а’ fornier 
judge, Raineri also. served as an 
attorney and Tron County. District 
men . 


EAS SE- hL 


Raineri was: нано of perjury,. ` 


threatening "а grand jury witness 


three’ counts "of interstate - 


Eod en to:promiote- prostitution 


in. connection with operation ‘of thie ` 


Show Bar, Hurley. 


Hewas: sentenced to three years 
. prison and ordered to pay the fine. - 


within six months .after : ‘beginning 


his. prison. term. He-was.in prisonin. 


Lexington, Ку. from: Aprib. -1982, 
until April, 1983.. 


Assistant US. Attürüey ‘Grant . 
Johnson said Ваіпегі: рай not paid. 
‘thé fine and asked the court іо · 


determine whether Вашей: : ‘should 


be held іп. contempt of court. | 


Johnson: did: not. object Го the Зразу 
extension. з 
Also pending in thë- сазе 48 “a 


motion- by Raineri to “vacate his. 


guilty verdicts: | and. Subsequent 


мы 


judgement; In his motion, Вашей | 
inadequate 


‘claims “he had 
represéritation,. was. the victim of 


‘selective prosecution and that Judge- 
Crabb їпайе Several errors: ‘during | 


the: trial. 


Raineri. said ‘he was’ ча» чон of ` 


was а circuit judge pone for 


review by the Wisconsin Judicial 
Commission resulting in an iñ- 
_-vestigation , of the Show ‘Bar ‘in 
. Hurley for prostitution. That of the: 
. approximately 100:persons involyed,. . 
only. the défehdant was singled out. 
- for ррговесийог as а party to: а. 
: crime; 


One employee öf the Show Бағ 


admitted Бе transported women , 
from the Silver: Street.nightspot tò à 
location іп: Michigan dor immoral: .. 


LAG 


purposes. as a taxi cab: operation, 
Raineri said: Also, Raineri said, а: 
bartender at the Show Ваг handled. 


"envelopes and. keys relating to 


prostitution. Yet he was: Ше only. 


7 defendant in the case, Raineri. said, 


because: the “motive was to get him - 


~.béeause- he was a Judge, 2 


"Testimony at. tlie trial indicated « 
Raineéri- helped. run the: Show Ваг, 


' while collecting. money; left by 
- prostitutes апа: handling: legal aid 


business matters. The testimony | 
also-indi¢ated Raineri protected the. ` 


. Show. Bar ‘from: authorities, - 


espécially while he Was tlie district 


- attorney. ` р 
Judge Crább said Raiéri's. 


crimes “Теубіей ‘to. others а 
‘shameless disregard forthe laws: фе 
was. elected: to ро m 
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In addition to being 8. former | 


judge, Raineri also served as an 
attorney and Tron: County: District 
—. : Й 


Attorney, € 2 


жо у 
irae nae Жерш Е : 


Rainéri was-éonvicted:of: erjury, } 


theatenitig..a grand jufy Witness 


and: threeé."counts - of- ‘interstate: | 


: transactions to promote:próstitution. 
in connéction with operation of the | 


.ShowBafPHurley. . | 
. —HeWassentencedtothreeyearsin · 


74 


; prison and ordered to pay the fine | 
' Within six months. after: beginning 
his .prison‘term. He was in prison‘in з 


“Lexington, Ky. from April, 1982, 
_ until April, 1983. к. 


Assistant 217,5. Attorney Grant 


Johnson said. Rainerí had not paid 


the fine and asked the court to - 
determine whether Raineri ‘should | 


be héld: in. contempt -of ‘court. 
Johnson did not object-to-the.30-day 
extension. | “тте: 


.Also pending іп the"case i$ a 


"miotioh by Raineri to vacate his: 


` guilty yerdicts апа subsequent 


4 


(Mount Clipping in Space Below) 


' сопу ће defendant was. singled:out. . 
" for prosecution as а party to a ' 


еген pr mi TL жн qo > әже -. 


amv accen me о-- cote mA nts nos 


judgement, In his motion, Kaineri 


claims. he had inadequate. 
' representation, ‘was. the victim of 


selective prosecution'and that Judge 


: Crabb: made several errors during 


the trial: ОРЧИН : 
Raineri said he was “а victim of. 
selective prosecution іп that hé«was 
singled oüt for the reason that he 
was. a -citcuit judge. selected: for 
review by thé Wisconsin Judicial 
Commission resulting іп an in- 
vestigation, of the Show Ваг in: 
Hurley for prostitution. That of the: 
approximately 100 persons involved, 


crime.” мыз әт 
" Ойе employee of thé Slow Ваг, 


admitted he transportéd. women. -, 
from:the:Silver Street nightspot to а: . 


. location in. Michigan for. immoral 


аы 4. жаға ж > = 
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|, purposes: aş à taxi cab. operation, 
Raineri said. Also, Raineri said, a: 
‘bartender at the:Show Bar ‘handled | 


-envelopes and keys relating to 
prostitution. Yet He was the only 
defendant іп. the сазе, Rainert'said, 

- because the “motivé.was ‘to get‘him 
becauséhe wasajudge. 


[— о $ Й 
Testimony at. the trial indicated. 


Raineri helped run the Show Bar | 


while collecting money left by 
‘prostitutes..and handling. légal and 


‚ büsiness..matters. The testimony 
' also indicated: Raineri protected the · 


Show Bar ош. àuthorities, 
especially while he was the district 
attorney, | ЗР . | 


Я ' 


‘Judge’ Crabb” said: "Raineri's 


crimes “revealed. to others .a 


| shameless: disregard for the 1аУ5 һе: 
‚ was eleéted:to uphold.” % F 
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(Indicate page, name of 


С *spaper, city and state.) 
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Ironwood, Michigan 
Date: 9/8 /83 
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Title: 
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| "Raineri | pays cóurt fine ^ 


‘MADISON, Wis. — Facitig a contempt of court order, |- 
. former Iron County judge. Alex Raineri paid a $15 ,000 5 
E. ` fine late last week for his gonvieHon on five шна 


я ‘related charges. ·- . 2. 

PU Вашей, who served one year. ‘of a ‘three-year prison 

їх. Sentence, was convicted іп 1980 of three counts, of in- 
~terstate promotion of prostitution, one count.of perjury 

h and one-count-of threatening a grand jury witness. The 
y Charges stem`from Raineri's activities in connection 


M "with the Show Bar in Hurley While, serving as a judge. 


ду and district attorney. 


З months after beginning his prison sentence. He served 


‚ was released in April of this year. - 
At the time of his reléase, he had not paid the fine 
In ‘August, the U.S. attorney’s office filed motions 


ЫҚЫ Ж 


> asking Judge Crabb to find Raineri in contempt of court - 


z for not paying the fine. At à court appearance before 
з Crabb Sept. 8, Raineri said he had misunderstood the 


3f Sentence regarding payment of the fine and asked for а | 


60-day extension. 


i Crabb granted а 30-day extension and gave: Raineri 30 1 
; days to pay the fine ori face > contempt charges... ar una 


J| Wlién sentenced by U.S. District ` Judge Barbara i 
j| Crabb, Raineri was ordered to pay the fine within six 


à his time in a federal correction facility in Kentucky ang | 


2% 
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Date: OCTOBER 10, 1983 
Edition: 


Tile: JUDGE ALEX RAINERI 


Character: CORRUPT PUBLIC OFFICIA, 


Classification: 194B- 35 
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. Memorandum 


To 


From : 


Subject : 


: SAC, MILWAUKEE 


Рае 9/21/84 


АГ — — —] 


SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY OF PROPERTY RETAINED AS 
EVIDENCE OR INVESTIGATIVE AIDS 


ion between SA[ | | | Јава 
SA on 9/18/84. 


covering the destruction of the same. 

12- 28- 181, 1B2, 184-29. 

12- 62- 182-7. 

12- 73- 1В1-5, 1B7-13. 

12- 80- 1В1-8, 1810-17, 1B19-25, SUB D-1Bl, 182, SUB 6-1В1-4. 

12- 8l- 1B2. 

12- 85- 181-12, 1B14. 

12- 101- 181, 183-10, 1829, 1838-40, SUB А-1В1-4. 

12- 104- 181, 1B2, 1B4-11, SUB B-1B2, SUB р-1В1. 

12- 117- 181, 182, 184. | | 

12- 121- 181. "Эс 

12- 123- 181, 182. зи | 

12- 145- 1В1. 

12- 152- 1В1. SEP 2 5 1984 

92-Milwaukee А 
1- 12- 28, 1- 12- 62, 1- 12- 73; 1- 12- 80, 1- 12- 81 
1- 12- 85, 1- 12- 101, 1- 12- 104, 1- 12- 117, 1- 12- 121) 
l- 12-:124, l- 12- 145, l- 12- 152, l- 12- 155, l- 12- 173 
l- 12- 183, 1- 12- 184, l- 12- 190, l- 1250-2721) 
l- 31-3812, l- 92- 321, 1- 92- 426, l- 92-1411, 1- 92-1468 
1- 92-1534, 1- 92-1595, 1- 92-1667, і-145- 353, 1-162- 415 
1-165- 45, 1-165- 475, 1-165- 492, 1-165- 507, 12166- 243 
1-166- 364, 1-166- 477, 1-166- 965, 1-166- 992, 1-166- 998 
1-166-1016, 1-166-1020, 1-166-1031, 1-166-1039, 1-166-1041 
1-179- 67, 1-179- 99, 1-179- 103, 1-179- 108, 1-179- 112 
1-182- 386, 1-182- 882, 1-182- 894, 1-182- 896, 1-183- 61 
1-183- 80, 1-183- 96, 1-183- 128, 1-183- 155, 1-183- 184 
1-183- 235, 1-183- 244, 1-183- 249, 1-183- 271, 1-183- 371 
1-183- 375, 1-183- 419, 1-183- 429, 1-183- 444, 1-183- 473 
1-183- 477, 1-183- 482, 1-183- 491, 1-183- 514, 1-183- 544 
1-183- 593, 1-183- 630, 1-194- 4, 1-194- 11, 1-194- 17 
1-194- 30, 1-194- 33, l-194- 35, 1-194- 72, l-194- 78 
(1-245- 2j 1-245- 3, 1-245- 5, 1-245- 30, 1-245- 36) 

5- 42 


The following exhibits (documents) апа ELSUR materials 
listed by file number and exhibit number, which are maintained 
in elosed files, cannot be destroyed in view of the moratorium 
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12- 155- 181-11. 

12- 173- ІБІ, 182. 

12- 183- 1В1-31, 1В33, 1В35. 
12- 184- 1В1-3, 1B5. 

12- 190- 1B1-20. 

12-0-2721- 1В1. 

31-3812- 1Bl. 


92- 
92- 


321- 
426- 


92-1411- 


92-1468- 
92-1534- 
92-1595- 
92-1667- 


145- 
162- 
165- 
165- 
165- 
165- 
166- 
166- 
166- 
166- 
166- 
166- 


353- 
415- 
45- 
475- 
492- 
507- 
243- 
364- 
477- 
965- 
992- 
998 - 


166-1016- 
166-1020- 
166-1031- 
166-1039- 
166-1041- 


179- 
179- 
179- 
179- 
179- 
182- 
182- 
182- 
182- 
183- 
183- 
183- 


183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 


67- 
99- 
103- 
108- 
112- 
386- 
882- 
894- 
896- 
61- 
80- 
96- 


128- 
155- 
184- 
235- 
244- 


182. 
181. 
IBL, 183-5, 187-16, 1818-25, 1828, 1830, 1878, 1897, 
1898, 18190, 18199, 18200. 

181, 182, 185-7. 

182, 1810-14, 1820. 

189-14. 

184. 

1819, 1821, 1822, 1826. 

1819, 1821. 

186. 

1B2. 

181 Ф 

182. 

1819, 1822, 1823. 

181. 

182, 1В21. 

IBL. 

1B2-6, 1B8. 

1B4, 1B12-15. 

189, 1B3. 

181, 182, 1B4, 1B5. 

ІВ1. 

1Bl-4. 

1В1. 

182-5, 1821, 1824. 

182-23. 

1Bl, 182. 

IBL. 


1B2-5. 

183, SUB B-1Bl, SUB I-182-4, SUB P-1Bl, SUB Q-1Bl, 
SUB V-1Bl, 1B2, SUB Ү-1В1-3.. 

186, 1B8, 1В14-17. 

186-8 . 

1в1-6. 

181, 182, 184. 

1В1. 


183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 
183- 


183-. 


183- 
194- 
194- 
194- 
194- 
194- 
194- 
194- 
194- 
245- 


245- 
245- 
245- 
245- 
245- 


181, 184, 186, 187. 
183-7, 1811, 1812. 1814. 
1B2-4, 186-9, 1814-63. 
181; 182, SUB 1-1В1-4. 
ІВ Ф 

1В1. 7 

181, 182. 

18125 

181-13, 1815-32. 

1В1, 182, 184-9. 

181-4. 

182-18. 

181, 183, 184. 

181, 184. 


182-24, 1826, 1827. 

183-5, 

1В5-8, 1810, 1813, 1814, 1819. 
183, 186. 

183, „185, 1В7, 1810. 

181- 

181, 712. 

1Bl-4, 186, 187, 189-52, SUB D-1B2, SUB Н-1В1, 
SUB I-1Bl, 183-13, SUB Ј-1В1. 
1B2 

1Bl, 1B2. 

1Bl. 

1B30-32. 

SUB H-1Bl-4, 1В6-16, 1818, 1B19. 
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WASHINGTON 
^ Supreiné Court today let stand- а 


` Circuit Court! Judge Alex Raineri on 
prostitution related charges. ~ 
7" Raineri was.convicted of promoting 


ї ini. Hurley which“he helped manage 
' while serving. as judge: He was 


which. prohibits travel. or use of a 


facility, in interstáte ‘commerce to... 


` 


Пргошое "а business involving 
[prostitution | алы NE 
‚ As part of. thé: proof of the Travel 


Act violations, prosecutors.used two. 
chéck$ drawn on.the bars account. at 


à. Michigan:bank. One'was вімепло a 


“dancer and. prostitute," ће justicé- - 


- department said; and the.other-paid.a. 

‚ utility bill. Prosecutors. also ‘cited 

lidem delivered. to the bar from 
- -Hibbing, Minn, г... à | 


Raineri, who: was: sentenced" 46 
A federal prison; in addition; to being 
fired, was-also- convicted: of making. 


false statements tö a grand: jury ahd, 


|. arranging, to have ‘to prospective 
р stand jury witnesses threaténed. , 


, Said the jury instructions at his trial 
j were flawed unconstitutionally, in‘his 
i appeal to. the Supreme:-Court. The 
Supreme “Court, refused to hear 
‹ Raineri’s case. -The 7th.Cireuit. U.S. 
-Court of Appeals last year rejected 
‚ Raineri's appeal, ‘saying he:failed to 
і show he did'hofreceivea fair trial. 
B In his:appeal, Raineri:said courts 
© nterpretthelàw:differently. t . 
DM ‘In the 7th Сігоції, а person.can be 


Mount GIBB In Space Вак ааа а 


The 0.5.22” 
conviction : ó£"formér Troti- County + 
" prostitution at.the-Show Bar. Tavern, . 4 


+. convicted of five charges, including “>>... 
|. three violations: ої the Travel’ Act - 


DAILY GLOBE 
edens 


` 


TUS - ч з 
ОШ, RLEXRAINERE 22. 


í 


E UON EN MEO 
in violation of the Travel: Actif. he. 


drives from: one state intorthe other 


state | л 
"his. automobile,” Raineri said: ; He 


' also:said the appellate court Най ай 


tomba м + 


with one*headlight burning.on ` 


PES 


(Indicate page, name of 
newspaper, city and state.) 


p 2-19-85 

ШОП: 

"" DAILY GLOBE 
[Вомшоор, M1 

Title: р і 


Н Character: 


or 


‚| Classification: 


“improper standard'onwhertoáccept | з 


‘appeals of'sentenicing. 


“Тһе justice department “said - 


Raineri was irying tò reargue issues | 


5 ; that were not fruitful in his first 
Acting ás his ownattorney, Вашем. 


‘appeal. "Не has utterly failed" in thé. 
new appeal to-show why he did not 
raise the claims оғ” constitutiorial 
violations earlier and fo show that-he 
did. not get a fair trial, the justice 
‘department said.. AES 


‚ The justice department also said ЧЕ 


there is no discrepancy їп: the way: 
federal’ сов. apply а law against 
interstate detivities related to 
prostitution, so théze«as по need for 
Supreme Court review. | | 
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0.5. Department Ф... 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


In Reply, Please Refer to 

Ep Post Office Box 2058 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53201 
September 3, 1985 


b6 
b7C 
Wisconsin 


Dear mr.[ | 


The attached material obtained from you in connection 
with an investigative activity of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) is of no further value to this agency or the 
Department of Justice. The FBI is prohibited from destroying 
this material; therefore, it is being returned to you for 
whatever disposition you deem appropriate. Please execute the 
enclosed FD-597 receipt for return of evidence, retain the copy 


for your records, and return the original signed receipt in the 
enclosed self-addressed envelope. 


Very truly yours, 


H. ERNEST WOODBY 
Special Agent in Charge 


By: 
b6 
Supervisory Special Agent BIE 


Enclosure(s) - Check Stubs number 808-1047, Ritz Bar, 

Incorporated. Checks and Bank Statements, Ritz Bar, Incorporated dated 
January 3l, 1977, March 31, 1977, April 29, 1977, June 30, 1977, July 29, 
1977, September 30, 1977 and October 31, 1977. Folder Labeled, "Ritz Bar - 
1979", Containing Miscellaneous Business Records. Folder Labeled "Payroll 
1975 Showbar", Containing Miscellaneous Business Records. 


Oma d Co 
“ОЕ 
м о ы 


-ADDRESSEE | 
РТЬЕ # 194-35 ваз „Л «Є 2222 126 b6 


EXHIBIT # 18-3 А 


0.5. Department 9. 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


In Reply, Please Refer to 


File No. 
Up Post Office Box 2058 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53201 
August 29, 1985 
Mr. b6 
b7C 
Michigan 
Dear Mr.[ | 
The attached material obtained from you in connection 
with an investigative activity of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI) is of no further value to this agency or the 
Department of Justice. Тһе FBI is prohibited from destroying 
this material; therefore, it is being returned to you for 
whatever disposition you deem appropriate. Please execute the 
enclosed FD-597 receipt for return of evidence, retain the copy 
for your records, and return the original signed receipt in the 
enclosed self-addressed envelope. 
Very truly yours, 
H. ERNEST WOODBY 
Special Agent in Charge 
By: 
b6 
Supervisory Special Agent b7C 


Enclosure(s) - Check Stubs number 808-1047, Ritz 

Bar, Incorporated. Checks and Bank Statements, Ritz Bar, Incorporated 
dated January 31, 1977, March 31, 1977, April 29, 1977, June 30, 1977, 
July 29, 1977, September 30, 1977 and October 31, 1977. Folder Labeled, 
"Ritz Bar - 1979", Containing Miscellaneous Business Records. Folder 
Labeled "Payroll 1975 Showbar", Containing Miscellaneous Business Records. 
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b7C 
STAROUED | INDEKD __ 
сечь | Е | 
226-506 
FILE % 194-35 | | / 742 26-94 


RYHTRTT й 1р. 3 


Метогапішт Ф 


То : SAC, MILWAUKEE ( 3154-25 ) 
From : S b7C 
Subject: SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 
RETAIN 
REASON 
DESTROY Х 
қ 
КЕА5ОМ Whore м9... 
RETURN 
REASON 
b6 
b7c 
PLEASE NOTE: Judge Greene's Order covers all ELSUR 
material (Including pen registers) and all original 
documents not being returned to the contributor. 
WE WILL TRY TO DETERMINE WHAT EVIDENCE IS COVERED 
UNDER JUDGE GREEN'S ORDER AND THESE EVIDENCE SHEETS 
WILL NOT BE SENT TO YOU. IF YOU RECEIVE A GREEN SHEET 
THAT FALLS UNDER JUDGE GREEN'S ORDER PLEASE INDICATE 
THAT ON THE GREEN SHEET AND IN THE FUTURE THIS SHEET 
WILL NOT BE SENT TO YOU FOR REVIEW. . 
b6 


‚ Memorandum Фф ә 


То 


From : 


Subject : 


Ee tle 


SAC (| 1-55 ) Рае NE T 


b7C 


ЗА 


SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 


RETAIN Z 


[| [ | p7 
b7C 
DESTROY | 


1B (s) | | 


1 
REASON б са = | Го | 


Subject : 


. SEMI-ANNUAL INVENT 


A 2 27, 7а 7 b7C 
OF PROPERTY 


RETAIN [65 5, (82 
ii) 5,06 


КЕАЅОМ і | 2 \ --------------------- 


DESTROY Ь7С 
1В (в) 


REASON 


+ 


RETURN 
1B (s) 


REASON 


- Memorandum e 


From 


Subject : 


2 
SAC, MILWAUKEE ( /7/2 -2 ) Date E^ /с 2 


b6 
b7C 


SA 


SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY " 
OF PROPERTY 


RETAIN - Узі 


1B (s) fi) 
REASON РУДУ „бе 


DESTROY 


1B (s) 


REASON 
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RETURN 


1B (s) 


eer ——___—_.—_— 


REASON 
== ш ы эзш оз ай з о о а з 
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| 5 - 590 
Sat СЕН! 
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Memorandum @ e 


"did 


To + SAC, MILWAUKEE 


ut (6-557) 


E , 


b7C 
From : SA 


Subject: SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 


1B (s) == 


DESTROY b6 
| b7C 
1B (s) . 


REASON 


RETURN 
1B (s) 


—— 


REASON 


SEARCH 
SERIALI 


№ 


. Memorandum © @ 


То 


Егот 


Subject : 


SAC, MILWAUKEE (/94- 3$ ) pate Ж 2/27 


b6 


b7C 
SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 
RETAIN Y 
1B (s) 5 ж A 
REASON Ff AI 
DESTROY 
b6 
ns ( з) b7C 
REASON 
RETURN 
1B (s) 
REASON ј 
b6 
b7C 


Memorandum бӛ 


P4 


To 


From 


Subject : 


SAC, MILWAUKEE  ( (4/-35 ) Date >= 


b6 
b7C 


NNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 


RETAIN 
1B (s) АҒ 


ВЕАЗОМ 


DESTROY b7C 
1B (s) 


REASON 


RETURN 
1B (s) 


REASON 


Memorandum 6 


. To 


From : 


S 


Subject: | SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 


RETAIN X 
wis 70 _ 
REASON pos; Жоға ба. 


S 
b6 
b7C 
DESTROY 


1B (s) 


REASON 


RETURN 
1B (s) 


REASON 


| "bu Є abá бач РА а РР ү | 
7^ / bowl во. аса Ааа ха зе 
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;, 7 Memorandum | m í 
" {/5идА\!! | 
T^ : SAC, MILWAUKEE ( / 24-3$) Date 24 


Subject: SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 


RETAIN X 


1B (s) 


REASON 


Тыш: ` b6 
DESTROY A 


1B (s) 


REASON 


RETURN 
1B (s) 


REASON 


b6 
b7C 


Memorandum 


; o 
22 | 
ч 


: sac, MILWAUKEE ( / 90.35 ) me [077 ^64 


b6 
b7c 


SA 


SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY | 


DESTROY 
1B (s) 


REASON 
b6 


b7C 


ТАЮ parhne АЛЕ 032591. 


SEARCHED XED— —— ——p6 
»ERIALIZED b7c 


.. Memorandum 
б « Yo 


и 


Te : БАС, MILWAUKEE (/9/- 25 ) 


From : SA б p7C 


Subject:  SEMI-ANN INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 


RETAIN K 
1B (5) /D 


REASON . Aad 2 cak вле 


b7C 


DESTROY 


18 (s) 


REASON 


RETURN 
1B (s) 


REASON 


ча a рі 22 ь6 
они P Мор b"7C 
upih LIEV 


T^ : БАС, MILWAUKEE. «9-96 7) m 3516 
Pw o: g | | 


Subject : 


SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 


RETAIN X p 
ів (з) OO be _ 


mion кү ooo на 


DESTROY 
18 (s). 


ЕЕ 


"T @ e 
US. Department 6f Justice 


United States Attorney 
Western District of Wisconsin 


Room 420, United States Courthouse 608/264-5158 
120 М. Henry Street FTS/364-5158 
Madison, Wisconsin 53703 


April 27, 1989 


N 
Federal Bureau of Investigation Bica 
Р.О. Box 185 | 


Wausau, WI 54401 


RE: United States v. Raineri 


Dear[ | | b6 


b7C 
This letter is designed to confirm the information I provided to you Га! 
in our telephone conversation on April 25, 1989. Тһе FBI has in its H 
possession the trial exhibits from United States v. Raineri. Assuming 


that none of those items need to be returned to the defendant, and in 
lieu of destruction, this office agrees that it would be appropriate to 
provide these exhibits to any state or local historical society which has 
an interest in retaining them for their historical value. 


Thank you Гог your attention in this matter. 


Very truly yours, 


PATRICK J. FIEDLER 
United States Attorne 


b6 
b7C 


Assistant U.S. Attorney 


b6 
b7C 


U.S. рерахі Є of Justice 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 


Іп Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 


Post Office Box 2058 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53201 
May 16, 1989 


Mr. Alex J. Raineri 
502 Sixth Avenue North 


Hurley, Wisconsin 54534 | кз 


Ве: 0.8. vs Raineri 
Dear Mr. Raineri: 


Enclosed, and hereby returned, are certain personal 
checks constituting Government Exhibit 447 in captioned case. 


Sincerely yours, 


LAWRENCE J. NELSON 
Specj ent in Charge 


By: 


: upervisory Senior Resident 
Agent 


^ 


Enclosures 


l-Addressee 
1-USA,WDW, Madison 
мі Кее (1948-35) 


C ЕБІ — MILWA 


SEARCHED 
SERIALIZED ^ 


INDEXED 
inane ее 


b6 
b7C 


b6 


b7C 


е 
E ) 0.5. рер of Justice 


United States Attorney 
Western District of Wisconsin 


Post Office Box 112, Federal Building 608/264-5158 
Madison, Wisconsin 53701 FTS/364-5158 


January 18, 1983 


Special Agent 


Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Federal Building b6 
Wausau, WI 54401 b7C 


Dear[ | 


Т am returning the government's exhibits in the Raineri case, and 
I have also enclosed some original papers purged from the file. 


Very truly yours, 


John R. Byrnes | 
b6 
b7C 


Administrative Assistant 


Encs. 


b6 
b7C 


EBIT MILWAUKE | 
ademas | 


US. oe Т 


United States Attorney 
Western District of Wisconsin 


Room 420, United States Courthouse 608/264-5158 
120 М. Henry Street FTS/364-5158 
Madison, Wisconsin 53703 


April 27, 1989 


Federal Bureau of Investigation ў BIG 


Р.О. Box 185 
Wausau, WI 54401 


RE: United States v. Raineri 


Deav[ | | b6 


b7C 


This letter is designed to confirm the information I provided to you 
in our telephone conversation on April 25, 1989. Тһе ЕБІ has in its 
possession the trial exhibits from United States v. Raineri. Assuming 
that none of those items need to be returned to the defendant, and in 
lieu of destruction, this office agrees that it would be appropriate to 
provide these exhibits to any state ог local historical society which has 
an interest in retaining them for their historical value. 


| Thank you for your attention in this matter. 


Very truly yours, 


PATRICK J. FIEDLER: 
United States Attorney 


b6 
b7C 


Assistant 0.5. Attorney 


С 


| 
\ 


: 0) 


з. SAC, ипмаоквв (/47/-55 |у ве (- 4-5 
а | пт bre 


бірі: SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 


6 


ОР РАОРЕВТУ 


— 
ib (s) КА E | 
reason 2/60, · | 


ым— б'безо 


Te : БАС, MILWAUKEE (942355 Су Bate DA 


b7C 
Prom : БА 


Sec: SEMI-ANNUAL INVENTORY 
OF PROPERTY 


ктан X 


15 (s) ДИ - | 
REASON ElSup i | | 


DESTROY 


і 1B (s). = | 
У REASON b6 . 
a ee ee gg нн р р QUOS E CE b7C 


RETURN 
1B (s) 
REASON 


HE %- Т: 
ЕСІ 


Ы—ы—— 


FO-302 (REV. 3-8-77) 


“FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


11/26/80 


b6 
А : b7C 
University of Nevada - Reno, Reno, Nevada, provide e 


following information: 


Date of transcription 


. b6 

[ |. ] made available a copy of the "Academic p7c 
Transcript" in the name of Honorable Alex J. Raineri, 
Judge, Circuit Court, 300 Taconite, Hurley, Wisconsin. 

b6 


using the copy of the transcript, wrote b7c 
onto the transcript the nature of the courses Raineri 


attended, the dates of attendance, and the fact that 
a certificate had been issued. 


| 124-385-626 


Investigation on 11/21/80 „__ RENO, Nevada о, LV 1948-38 "và / b6 


by SA 


Date dictated 11/21/80 


„—-—-=-еєет-ачепсу; 
Қасы A ЖК 442,25 FS 
i tcontáims mere o agency. 
s ЖЕКЕ аге not to бе distributed outside your 9 
it and its co 


ы eae 


ыу ыу ыу шм м ч ым оғ w ам ын wa 


FD-302 (REV. 3-8-77) % % 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


» 


Date of transcription 22/17/80 


Г "| Nevada, telephone number made b7C 
available the originals of the following documents: 


(1) Capri Motel room receipt in the name of 
Alex J. Raineri, 3164 Silver Street, Hurley, 
Wisconsin, in the amount of $42.40 and 
dated September 17, 1978. 


(2) Capri Motel room ledger for Sunday, September 
17, 1978, reflecting that А. Raineri was іп 
room 18 on that date, being a two-party 
accommodation, and being charged the rate of 
$20.00 plus $1.20 tax. 


(3) Capri Motel room ledger for Monday, September 
18, 1978, reflecting that А. Raineri was in 
room 18 on that date, being a two-party 
accommodation, and being charged the rate of 
$20.00 puls $1.20 tax, for a total of $42.40 
paid in cash, 


[ | advised that the notation "judges" “2 


near Raineri's name would indicate that Raineri was a 
judge visiting the University of Nevada-Reno Judicial 
College and that the rate of $20.00 for his room was the 
courtesy rate extended to judges attending the college. 


| 7 
/ 79-36-2286 


11/4/80 Кепо, Хеуада Б LV194B-38 -22 


Investigation on Fil 


b6 
b7C 
SA 11/12/80 


by Date dictated 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is leaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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FD-302 (REV. 3-8-77) Ф 
бз 


FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


Date of Wanigipion 11/47/80 . -- 
b6 
Nevada, telephone number provide b"7C 
he following information: 
was displayed a black and white 8" by 10" b6 
hotograp ting a male and female at which time ЬТС 
ишш that it appeared e photograph was taken 
in "є Restaurant of the M ino. 


graphs depicting the same background as the ck and 
white in the possession of Special Agent 


The following day, November 6, 1980, JN... b6 
availabtgé two colored 8" by 10" p phs, one of which bic 


position as the male in the black and white photo. The 
second photograph was of the same background as the first 
but no individual (s) are present in the photo. 


JI OS OOK 


v. Reno, Nevada rite # LV194B-38 -23 


Investigation on 


b6 
by 


This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. 11 is the Property of the FBI and is loaned to your agency; 
it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency. 


was a photograph of Special Agent seated in the same 


= т 


Memorandum Ф 


«ст 


To : 4 Г, Nihil | b6 
SAC uaa Vea 


SUBJECT: ALEX J. RATNER? 

| CIRCUIT JUDGE 

| HURLEY, WISCONSIN; 

| HOBBS ACT - OFFICIAL CORRUPTION; 
| ITAR - PROSTITUTION; 
| ITAR - BRIBERY; | 
| PERJURY; 007 


c RUC 


pz file Destruction Program 


| 00: MILWAUKEE 


y "Enclosed are Lo en з items УР 


These iféms are forwarded ycur office since: 


СУ АП logical investigation completed in this Division 
Ей You were OO at the timeour case was ВОС". 


Enclosures are described as follows: 


“уай 


] f4f— 252 
S"ARCHED D Т ь6 
го DE b7C 
CANI Сік 59 
V Ls EBIMILWAUKEE 
| 
/ 
Епс 
„= NOTE: DO NOT BLOCK STAMP ORIGINAL ENCLOSURES. 
ЕВ! DOJ 


